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PREFATORY REMARKS. 



When the Emperor Ni^poleon enquired of Madam de 
Stael, why she interfered in political affairs, she is said to 
have replied, " that when women were beheaded it was 
but proper that they should know the reason." A sim- 
ilar cause accounts for the origination of the present little 
work. Most of the advocates of Episcopacy in our day, 
in their theory, unchurch nine teen-twentieths of the Chris- 
tian world ; while all their ministers, bishops, priests, and 
deacons, practically regard all other denominations, as 
'' strangers to the Commonwealth of Israel,'' and as un- 
conditionally surrendered to the '' uncovenanted mercies 
of God." The exclusive claims of the system are pressed 
higher and higher. It not only exhibits the spirit, but ap- 
provingly decks itself with the cast-off insignia of Ro- 
manism. There is not an Episcopal minister in the land, 
who, by an exchange of ministerial services and courte- 
sies, evinces a belief of the existence of any class of 
Christian ministers but those of his own communion, — the 
Romish, perhaps, excepted. That ministers and Christians 
who glory in their union to Christ;^ should submit to be 
extruded from the Church of God, without examining the 
why^ and wherefore, is out of the questi4>n. The work is 
one of necessary self-defence. When a mere ritual religion 
is placed in the stead of pure Christianity, and our salva- 
tion is made to flow through certain manipulations, the 
lovers of truth should not be backward to defend its for- 
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b PREFATORY REMARKS. 

tresses. The worldj to be sure, is generally suspicious of 
exclusive pretensions. The weakest causes, and the 
weakest men, make the most use of them. They are pe- 
culiar to the Papal Antichrist. The greatest despots teach 
their crouching minions to accost them, as " Most gra- 
cious," " Most clement," •* Most merciful," It was not 
until Rome ceased to be Christian, that she styled her 
chief corrupter, " His Holiness," and her bishops, " Right 
Reverend Fathers in God." When she delivers over the 
Protestant world to damnation, she proves at what a haz- 
ard salvation may be found within her pale. When Turks 
and Persians look down with disdain upon Englishmen 
and Americans as " Christian dogs," they give first proof 
of being the followers of the False Prophet. When the 
inhabitants of the Celestial Empire regard all other na- 
tions as " outside barbarians," they but demonstrate their 
ignorance. Did mankind universally thus regard exclu- 
sive prelatical assumptions, the present attempt at their 
refutation would have been unnecessary. 

Extraordinary efforts are being made in certain quarters 
to disseminate these dogmas. It is the peculiarity of Cer- 
emonialism, that it will, as in the time of Christ, compass 
sea and land to make proselytes. In many cases it does 
so, while artfully concealing the exclusive nature of its 
tenets. Thousands are thus brought within its folds, who 
with more previous knowledge would have rejected the 
system. It swells its numbers, not- from converts multi- 
plied from the world, but from the unsettled materials of 
purer churches. Indeed, it boasts of its enlarged acces- 
sions from other communions, and spares no means to swell 
the list. The publications of the Episcopal Tract Society 
are put into the hands of the members of other denomi- « 
nations — sermons have become frequent of late on the 
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^ PREFATORY REMARKS* 7 

** distinctive principles of the church," and would be more 
common, did not experience teach the ill-issue of such ef- 
forts. Churches are continually being reared in places 
already too well supplied with religious edifices, and 
where the only hope of gathering a congregation lies in 
the success of proselytism — special efforts are made to 
win over the young to a system which teaches that their 
Puritan ancestors had less claims to membership in the 
Church of Christ than the Lazzaroni of Italy. 

The writer believes that the dissemination of knowledge 
is the best corrective of these errors. The land is flooded 
with High-Church publications, and in confident tones the 
people are informed, that if they would only read, conver- 
sion to Episcopacy would be the infallible result. To all 
the small publications of the Episcopal press, we do not 
know of a little available publication, ad punctum, on the 
other side of the question. The ablest controversialists 
have written with unanswerable power for those who have 
time to go into the full merits of a voluminous investiga- 
tion. Yet we think, that a small, tract-like publication, 
containing the multum inparvo of the subject, a complete 
condensation of the non-prelatic argument— ^something 
which not only investigated the three-fold order question, 
but examined, also, the unreformed Popery and unevan- 
gelical tendencies of the church itself, is a desideratum to 
be supplied. An attempt at this supply, until abler pens 
should meet it, has emboldened the present effort. A 
glance at the design, will show that originality of concep- 
tion could not be expected. The writer has endeavored 
to place the arguments before the reader in order that the 
tnith may accomplish its own ends. The object has been 
to make it a kind of hand-hook of the non-episcopal argu- 
ment, a synopsis of authorities, as far as limits would al- 
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S PREFATOKY REMARKS. 

low, of the nature and goyernment of the Apostolic 
Church. 

We have no design to 3o any injustice to a branch of 
the Church of God. We gitttefully acknowledge the ser^ 
vice accomplished for our conmion Christianity by many 
of the clergy and laity of the Episcopal Church. We 
wish that such men as Romaine, Venn, Hervey, Newton, 
Scott, and Milnor, were multiplied both in Great Britain 
and these United States. Holy men are not the exclusive 
possessions of any on^ section of the Church. God is not 
shut up within the pale of any denomination, as much as 
the bigotry of some may desire. Even the Romish Church 
can boast her Paschal, Fenelon, and a-Kempis. But we 
have never been sensible that the Episcopal sect was 
worthy of special honor. No Protestant Church was ever 
the creature of state policy and political jugglery, store 
thlan the English. Nocte was more imperfectly reformed 
from the abominations of its Romish mother — ^none exhib- 
its so perfectly in its movements the tracings and working^, 
of Popery — none is more stained in its history with unjus- 
tifiable persecution — none has more exerted itself to keep 
back the onward movements of eihril freedlom — and; she 
alone has been, and is now distinguished, for aetien and 
re-action towards Rome. Her very exclusive claims and 
lordly assumptions, in the view of all well-informed minds, 
are proofs against her. That which we are now laboring 
to expose, has ever been a nightmare on the energies of 
the church, and a grief and a burden to other communions^ 
and which she must displace, or perish in the coming con- 
flict between Rome and Christ. 
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Episcopacy Examined in its Exclusive Claims, Doctrines, 
and Usages. 



SECTION I. 

The CHRistiAN Church Republican, and not Monar- 
CHicAL, IN ITS Constitution. 

The spirit of Christianity is one of charity, love, and 
freedom. It imparts to the individual the power of self- 
government, an essential element of popular liberty. The 
Founder of the Church was unostentatious and unassum- 
ing in his character, and while he rejected the offers of 
authority and power which were pressed upon his accept- 
ance, gave these instructions for the regulation of his min- 
isters : " Ye know that the princes of the Gentiles exer- 
cise dominion over them, and they that are great exercise 
authority upon them, but it shall not be &o among you ; 
but whosoever will be great among you, let him be your 
minister ; and whosoever will be chief among you, let him 
be your servant ; even as the Son of man came, not to be 
ministered unto, but to minister, and to give his life a ran- 
som for many." Matt, xx : 25 — 28. By these principles 
the Apostles were goveraed in founding churches. They 
disowned personal authority, and instructed the elders not 
to lord it over God's heritage, but be examples to the 
flock. They gave to the churches the character of popu- 
lar assemblies, competent to deliberate and act for them- 
selves. They derived the name of the church, ExxXijifia, 
(the congregation,) from the popular assemblies of the 
Greeks* Each church was a little independent republic. 
Was a substitute to be chosen in the place of Judas 1 He 
was elected hy tJie vat^ of the one hundred and twenty disci- 
ples. Acts i : 15 — 26. Were seven deacons to be chosen ? 

2* 
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10 EPISCOPACY EXAMINED. 

It was hy the vote of the whole mvUitude of the disciples. Acts 
vi : 1 — 6. Did any great matter come up for delibera- 
tion 1 It was decided by the collected wisdom of tbe 
whole church, the Apostles, elders and brethren. Acts xv : 22, 
23. That the primitive Christians disposed of their own 
charities, settled their own difficulties, disciplined their 
own members, and elected their own officers, is too evident 
to admit of enlightened controversy. 

Clement of Rome, about A. D., 96, speaks of the elec- 
tion of bishops and deacons with the consent and approba- 
tion of the whole churchy and complains that they had cast 
off some in an unworthy manner. 

PoLYCARP, writing about A. D,, 108, exhorts the church 
to be moderate in certain cases of discipline, adding, " and 
look not upon such as enemies, but call them back as suf- 
fering and erring members, that ye may save your whole 
l)ody : for by so doing ye shall edify your own selves." 

Ignatius, A. D., 116, frequently speaks of the churches 
choosing, or electing, deacons and delegates to other 
churches^ 

Tbrtullian, a. D., 200, says that the elders came into 
their office by the suffrage or election of the people. 

Origen, a. D., 240, speaks to the same effect. 

Cyprian, A. D., 258, most fully accords to the people 
the right of electing their own officers, and speaks of it 
as an Apostolic usage preserved by a divine authority in his 
day, and observed through all the churches of Africa. 
We might go more at large into these quotations, and 
show that even, in periods subsequent to tjie rise of Epis- 
copacy, the churches continued to use their Republican 
rights in the election of their ministers. 

The learned Barrow, an Kpiscopalian, says, "Every 
church was settled apart under its own bishops and pres- 
byters, so as independently and separately to manage its 
ov^n concerns. Each was governed by its own head and 
its own laws.'^ To this we submit the following testimony 
of other eminent Episcopalians. 

Dr. Bdrton. " Every church was independent of every 
other church, with respect to its own internal regulations 
and Jaws." 

Riddle. " The subordinate goverament of each par- 
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EPISCOPACY EXAMINED. 11 

ticular church was vested in itself, that is to say, the whole 
body elected its ministers gind officers, and was consulted 
concerning all matters of importance." 

£i(^GHAM. " St. Jerome says expressly, that presbyters 
and the other clergy were as much chosen by the people 
as the bishops were. And Possidius notes this to have 
.been both the custom of the church, and St. Austin's prac- 
tice, in the ordination of priests and clerks, to have regard 
to the majority, or general consent, of Christian people." 

Waddington. " In the earliest government of the first 
Christian society, that of Jerusalem, not the elders only, 
but the whole church, were associated with the Apostles." 
• • * "In this election the people had an equal share 
with the presbyters and inferior clergy, without exception 
or distinction ; and it is clear that their right in this mat- 
ter was not barely testimonial, but judicial and elective." 

Rev. Baptist W. Noel, in his late work on the Union 
of Church and State, says, " Congregational election 
having thus been instituted by the Apostles, continued for 
a considerable period in the Christian churches. Mosheim, 
the learned Presbyterian historian, Bingham, the Episco- 
pal collector of ecclesiastical antiquities, Dean, Wadding- 
ton, Paoli Sarpi, the Roman Catholic historian of the pro- 
ceedings of the Council of Trent, and Beza, one of the 
fathers of the Calvinistic Churches, Neander, the Lutheran . 
historian of our own days, Bost, the author of * The His- 
tory of the Moravian Brethren,* tind even Hooker, with 
bis strong anti-popular predilections — all acknowledge 
this to be the fact." 

GuizoT, in his History of Civilization, thus confirms 
the above : " The power, the authority, the preponderat- 
ing influence, still remained in the hands of the general 
body of believers. It was they who decided in the elec- 
tion of magistrates, as well as in the adoption of rules of 
discipline and doctrine. No separation had as yet taken 
place between the Christian government and the Christian 
people; neither as yet existed apart from, or independ- 
ently ofj the other, and it was still the great body of Chris- 
tian believers who exercised the principal influence in the 
society. 

Now if Christianity is, in the language of our own Do 
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12 EPISCOPACY EXAMINED. 

Witt Clinton, " in its essence, its doctrines, and its Jbrmg^ 
republican," it must be, in the nature of the case, anti- 
prelatical. Men can easily see the correspondence be- 
tween Congregationalism and Democracy, between Pres- 
byterianism and Republicanism, and Episcopacy and 
Monarchy. According to Prelacy, the priesthood, not 
the people, are the source of power. A poor mortal, upon 
whose head have been laid tne hands of a Diocesan, be- 
comes a permanent ecclesiastical legislator, a keeper of 
the human conscience, a mediator between heaven and 
man, and an infallible channel of saving grace. When, 
according to Republicanism, any form of government be- 
comes subversive of the ends for which it was established, 
the people have the inherent right of changing it for a 
better : but such a measure would be * treason to Episco- 
•acy. No matter how corrupt or oppressive the priest- 
ood might become, they cojuld never change it, without 
relinquishing the only ministry of Christ's appointment, 
and sundering the line of the Apostolical succession. It 
claims the right to rule the church, and " bind the con- 
science in its chains," In the language of McCoskry, 
bishop of Michigan, Christ " governs and regulates his 
church, or kingdom, (as it is frequently called) by his con- 
stituted agents, to whom he has committed the very same au- 
thority which he received from the Father ^^ Bishops rule 
as Christ's vicegerents, ^^ sitting on thrones^ Dr. Hicks, 
on the dignity of the Episcopal order says, " bishops are 
appointed to succeed the Apostles ; and like tliem to stand 
in Ohrisfs place, and exercise his kingly, priestly, and pro- 
phetical office over their flocks,** And this writer speaks of 
them as spiritual princes, making laws, challenging obe- 
dience, coercing, and causing men to stand in awe by the 
Apostolic rod, axe, and sword/ 

It is no marvel, therefore, that Episcopacy should have 
ever had a strong predilection for arbitrary governments. 
Arbitrary power and populs^r freedom, are equally antago- 
nistic in civil and religious affairs. A writer in the Lon- 
don Quarterly Review, says, '' It soon became apparent, 
(in the reign of Elizabeth,) that they, (the Puritans,) ten- 
ded naturally towards republicanism: for certain it is^ that 
Monarchy and Episcopacy, the throne and the altar, are 
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Tntich more nearly connected than writers of bad faith, or lit- 
tle reflection have sought to persuade mankind." The 
iBpiscopalian Macatdatf in his late History of England^ 
thus notes the philosophy of this : '* Some of the sarcasms 
which were popularly thrown on Episcopacy might, with- 
out much difficulty, be turned against royalty ; and many 
of the arguments which were used to prove that spiritual 
power was best lodged in a synod, seemed to lead to the 
conclusion that temporal power was best lodged in a parlia- 
ment. Thus, as the priest of the Established Church was, 
from interest, from principle, and from passion, zealous 
for the royal prerogatives, the Puritan was, from interest, 
from principle, and from passion, hostile to them." This 
eloquent writer, both in his History and Miscellanies, re- 
presents this church, ^*as the servile handmaid of monarchy, 
the steady ei^my of puhlic liberty ^^^ as holding the divine 
right of kings, and inculcating the duty of non-resistance 
even in the • ex t re most imaginable cases of oppression. 
Hallam, an Episcopalian, in his Constitutional History, 
affirms, that, " The doctrine of passive obedience. Episco- 
pacy taught in the reign of Elizabeth, even in her homi- 
lies. To withstand the Catholics, the reliance of Parlia- 
ment was upon the stem, intrepid, uncompromising spirit 
of Puritanism." English liberty, according to Hume, 
was the product of Puritanism, and from the same source 
sprung our own. 

King James had a favorite aphorism, " No bishop, no 
kingf* and was wont to say, " th(U Presbytery agreed t^ith 
Monarchy as weU as God and the devil,** His son, Charles 
I., affirmed in his letters, that he looked upon Episcopacy 
as a stronger support of monarchical power than even an 
army. The doctrine of the Divine right of kings, and 
the Divine right of bishops, may be saia to have an equal 
origin and common basis. They have commonly played 
into each other's hands for mutual- benefit. Grimke, in 
his Nature and tendency of Free Institutions, says, " The 
clerey of the Established Church in England were at the 
head of the party which first stimulated the American 
and then the French war. There was but one of the Eng- 
lish prelates who voted against the first : the bishop of 
Llandaff was the only one who declared himself in oppo- 
sition to the second." 
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The last achievement of popular liberty in England^ 
was the Reform bill, but this the bench of bishops oppos- 
ed with unanimity to the last. John Adams declared, 
that an effort to force Episcopacy upon us, was one of the 
causes which originated the Revolution. A project was 
on foot, for setting up bishops all over the land, with au- 
thority over all the inhabitants. Annual conventions 
were held by the Congregational and Presbyterian minis- 
ters of New England and the Middle States to defeat 
these efforts to enslave a free people. During the Revo- 
lution, Episcopacy had no prayers to offer but for our sub- 
version, and no efforts to put forth but for our enemies. 
There were noble exceptions, but our freedom only came 
with the power which laid the machinations of Prelacy 
in the dust. Rev. Dr. Stone, will be considered an unex- 
ceptionable witness, who says in his life of the lamented 
Milnor, ** The war had been waged almost a>s m%ich against 
Episcopacy as against Monarchy ; and therefore, when the 
Episcopal Church became re-organized in this country, it 
set itself to contend, if not as vigorously against republi- 
canism as against Puritanism, at least against the latter as 
the historic antagonist of both the prelacy and the king- 
ship of former days." Hence, it is easy to account for 
the opposition to the project of introducing Episcopacy 
into this Union, in times subsequent to the Revolution. 
The House of Burgesses, in Virginia, composed chiefly 
of Episcopalians, denounced " the plan of introducing 
them, in the most unexceptionable form, on this side of the 
Atlantic, as a pernicious projectJ^ Bishop White bears 
ample testimony to the prejudice of American Episcopa- 
lians, ** against the name, ana much more against the office of 
a bishop.^* The thing was, howev4r, done. The Ameri- 
can Episcopal sect sprung into being " by the king's most ex^ 
cellent majesty, by, and with the advice and consent of Parlia- 
ment.^^ Bishop White, Madison, and Prevoost, after wait- 
ing, (according to Dr. Franklin,) upon " the cross old gen- 
tleman of Canterbury" at last received authority by the 
" rmfal mandate under the great seal,** to convey Episcopal 
and sacramental grace to the emancipated colonists ! We 
might have had hundreds of Edwardses, Dwights, and 
Paysons in our midst, yet should we have been compelled 
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to remain "without a church, without a ministry, and 
without sacraments," but for this act of the British Par- 
liament! 

The author of the tract " Reasons why I am a Church- 
man," says, " I am prepared to maintain and prove, what 
has been proved before, that there is no form of church 
government in the United States, which harmonizes so 
completely with our civil institutions as the government of 
the JProtestant Episcopal Church." There are some men, 
we know, who can see in certain directions, just what 
they wish ; and it may be very convenient for this writer 
in our Republican land, to see a close affinity between 
Episcopacy and Republicanism ; yet the seeing of such a 
thing would have been dangerous under the reign of the 
Tudors and the Stuarts. With all the modifications to 
which the genius of our government has subjected Epis- 
copacy, how much is it pervaded by the spirit of democ- 
racy 1 Each bishop is supreme ruler in his diocese. No 
church can be formed — no person admitted to holy orders 
— no one confirmed — no congregation can receive a pas- 
tor — no pastor can be dismissed, but at his pleasure. The 
" house of bishops" retain in their hands the government 
of the church, and have " a full veto upon the proceedings 
of the other house," that is, the general convention. Sup- 
pose that in each State of this Union, we had governors, 
ruling, not through popular election, but by Divine right 
transmitted by gubernatorial manipulations — that said 
governors could veto the appointment of all judges and 
justices, and that such could exercise no authority not of 
their conferring — that said governors gathered in a per- 
petual Senate, could veto every act of the people's repre- 
sentatives, degrading officers, and disfranchising citizens 
at their option — that said governors were not only the sole 
judges and expounders of the law, but the sole executives 
independent of any supreme court or independent judi- 
ciary — and we ask, would such be a popular government, 
or would any people calling themselves free, endure such 
a superincumbent oligarchy for a year 1 Romanists have 
extolled their system as the best preservative of Repub- 
licanism, and Prelatists seem zealously engaged in the 
Bame fruitless task with reference to its twin sister, but 



y Google 



16 EPISCOPACY EXAMINED. 

the age is becoming increasingly incapable of appreciat- 
ing such logic. 

If republicanism is desirable in the state, it is equally 
so in the church. Religion has a powerful influence on 
civil society, and if God has ivilled monarchy in the 
church, it is inferable that he wills it in the state. Shall 
the state be the sanctuary of freedom, and the church but 
the star chamber of prelatical servitude 1 We have seen 
within a few years, a bishop of the Empire State, refusing 
the convention the right of all deliberative bodies, thai oj 
deciding upon the qualifications of its ovm members. Bishop 
Onderdonk, having declared that he was the source of 
power, that it was not to be sought in the members but in 
the head, some sixty clergymen went in a procession to 
thank him for the vindication of his divine prerogatives, 
and falling on their knees, claimed his ghostly benedic- 
tion ! Of late, the thunders of the Western Diocese, ex- 
cathedra, have been playing around the heads of New 
York Churchmen, for their assertion of the right of pub- 
lishing works opposed to the reigning High Churchism of 
the times ! In such developments we may see the indices 
*' of things to come at large,'' should such a system come 
into the ascendant. Something else is needed to meet 
the growing wants of the world. The influence of Re- 
publican Puritanism broke the power of kings, made Eng- 
land a Commonwealth, and conferred the freed(»n she 
possesses. It made us what we are. '* Puritanism^" says 
Carlyle, " is now the most powerful thing under the sun." 
It is shaking thrones, and overturning dynasties. Prelacy 
is the product of Paganism and Judaism, and should be 
discarded as injurious to our spiritual and temporal well 
being. 

SECTION II. 

The Christian Ministry not Founded on the Model 
OF THE Jewish Priesthood. 

The advocates of Prelacy contend that "the priesthood 
of the law was typical of die priesthood of the gospel ;" 
that << what Aaron, and his sons, and the Levites were in 
the temple, that bishops, priests, and deacons are in the 
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ehurcli.'' We are told that there were " three orders of 
officers in this Jewish Church, and in the Christian, there 
have alwajs heen three orders answering to these." The 
following reasons will exhibit the fallacy of this. 

1. It is no where taught or implied in the scriptures. 
Dr. IlAWEis, an Episcopalian well says, ** If the uf^ound- 
^d ideu, that bishops, priests, and deacons, were to succeed 
4he high priest, priests, and Levites, were true, we must 
sarely have found some intimation of it in the epistle to 
the Hebrews. That men of research, should broach suck 
yueriUties is surprising." The only pcissage relied upon, is, 
where Paul says the priests '* serve unto the example and 
shadow of heavenly things." But what was the example 
and shadow unto which they served 1 Not the priests, 
hut the things to which they mmistered, the tabernacle, its 
furniture and service, typifying the perfect sacrifice of 
Christ. As the high priest alone entered the inner sanc- 
tuary with the sprinkling of blood, " so Christ hath ap- 
peared^utting away sin by the sacrifice of himself." ^* Now 
the Son of GK>d abideth a priest continually." Are dio- 
cesan bishops Christ's successors and .representatives in 
this capacity % The thought is profane. 

2. The likeness fails at all the points where it is needed. 
The hiffh priest* did not ordain the priests as do our bish- 
ops. Neither did he confirm the people or govern the 
church. The high priest, too,* was consecrated by the 
priests, for not until one high priest died, was another eli- 
gible. In case that he was ceremonially defiled, the du- 
ties of his office were discharged by a common priest as 
his vicar, or deputy. In all this we see nothing favorable 
to high church pretensions. We can see very little re- 
semblance between one high priest atoning for the Jewish 
people, and hundreds of bishops claiming to be his anti- 
types, and discharging entirely different functions. Our 
prelates will not claim to carry with them the oracles of 
God, or to have the exclusive right of entering into hijs 
presence. Instead of a resemblance, we find a perfect 
dissimilarity. If any thing, it proves too much. It affords 
a good basis for the blasphemous assumptions of the Man 
of Sin. We can see something for Popery, in his Holi- 
ness, (that was,) presiding over the church as did the high 

3 . 
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priest over the Jelyish economy, bat nothing for gospel 
trath. In troth, the argnment was the foundation of Fo* 
pery. Says the amiable Edward VI., one of the most ex« 
cellent of the nursing fathers of Episcopacy, *' however 
the Papists say, that as under the old law there wa&a high 
priest, or a set bishop, of the Jews, so there ovght now to 
he a Head or Supreme Minister f among the Christians. To 
which I answer, that the priesthood of Aaron and Moses 
represented the supremacy of our Savior Christ, and not 
the Pope/* Mosheim thus notes the rise of this Episco- 
pal dogma. " The Christian doctors had the good fortune 
to persuade the people, that the ministers of the Christian 
church succeeded to the character, rights, and privileges 
of the Jewish priesthood , and this persuasion was a new 
source both of honoT and profit to the sacred cfrder. • • 
And, accordingly, the bishops considered themselves as 
invested with a rank and character similar to those of the 
high priest among the Jews, while the presbyters repre- 
sented the priests, and the deacons the Levites. * • • 
The notion, however, once introduced, produced its natu- 
ral effects ; and these ^ects were pernicious ** 

3. There is no priesthood under the Christian dispensa- 
tion. If there is any, it is the royal one of the entire 
brotherhood. No sacrifices are now to be ofiered but 
what are common to all. All priestly ofiices and wprks 
havo been discharged by Cbnst, and, therefore, is the 
^* priesthood changed" for the simple ministry of reconcil- 
iation. Neither in the Acts, nor Epistles, do we read of 
priests in the New Testament church. The book of Com- 
mon Prayer in its " Office for the ordination qfprietts^*^ and 
its directions of priestly acts, exhibits its Popish, rather 
than its Gospel origin. ** Christianity," says Archbishop 
WhateJy, "is a religion without sacrifice, altar, priest, or 
temple." Yet how inadmissible is this, on the supposition, 
that the Mosaic priesthood was typical of the Christian % 
How inconceivable, that the title should have been given 
exclusively to the typical priests, to the shadow^ and with- 
held from Gospel priests who are its substance! Why 
this studious silence of official designation ) Evidendy, it 
must be, to give no shadow of support to hierarchical su- 
premacy. 'Mt is a common mistake," says ArMnfkof 
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SiUUng/ieet, ** to ibink that the miiii9ter8 of the Ooapel suc*i 
ceed by wa,y of correspondence and analogy to the priests 
under ibe law : which mistake has been tibe foundation, 
and original, of many errors." To this mistake, (if we 
may call it by 90 lighter name,) we may refer the doctrinal 
corruption, and priestly domination, which subsequently 
characterized the church. From the attempt to Judaize 
the Grospel, sprung the mass-offering priests of Popery, and 
the exclusive parasites of High Churchism, Mosheim, 
and other ecclesiastical historians, freely descant upon 
the rise and growth of this error, and its influence in de* ' 
veloping the tyrannizing priestcraft of a perverted Chris* 
tianity. 

4. It is evident that the Christian ministry was founded 
on the platform of the Jewish synagogue. In the time of 
the Apostles, there were synagogues wherever there were 
Jews. They answered all the purposes of parish church- 
es, and in them the Apostles preached the Gospel, and 
with their adherents penormed the acts of religious wor^ 
ehip. Hence the frequency of the announcement, " they 
went into the synagogue on the Sabbath day." '' Paul 
and Barnabas went both into the synagogue." '< There* 
-fore he disputed in the synagogue with the Jews." "And 
he reasoned in the synagogue every Sabbath," &c. In 
each of these places of worship there was a pastor, a bench 
of elders, and deacons. The first was called indifferently, 
miadster, hiskap, pttsiar, elder, ruler ofUie synagogue, and an- 
gd (^ihe church. Associated with him were the presbyters 
or Mere, as his counsellors in the worship and government 
of the establishment. The deacons were the collectors of 
alms and the superintendejats of its pecuniary affairs. The 
elders received ordination at the hands of their associates. 
The word synagogue and church have the same significa- 
tion. See particularly, James ii : 2. '* If there came into 
your assembly," &c., in the original, tfuvaywyijv, synagog^e, 
The mode of worship used in the synagogue, consisting 
of reading the scriptures, praying, and preaching, was 
adopted into the church, as were the titles of its officers. 
We might give a host of confirmatory testimony to this 
view, did our space permit, from the leading minds of all 
branches of the church. All these will unite with Arch- 
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biikap Whateip in saying, " It appears higbly* probable,-— 
I might say, nwrally certain, — that whereTer a Jewish syn-- 
agogue existed, that was briDiight,-— the whole, or the efaief 
parrt of it, — to embrace the Gospel, the Apostles did" not, 
then, so much form a Christian church, (or congregation, 
rcc/^^ia,) as-make an existing congregation Christian; by 
introducing the Christian sacraments and worship, and es^ 
tablishing whatever regulations were requisite for the 
newly adopted faith ; leaving the machinery {\i I may so 
speak) of government unchanged; the rulers of syna- 
gogues, elders, and other offices, (whether spiritual or ec- 
clesiastical, or both,) hehig tdready prtmSledjor in the exU^ 
ing institutions J* 

Now it isr evident that this government was P^eshyteri" 
an and not Episcopal* It was elective and republican-,, 
and^ net jure aioinir and monarchicaK It was ministertai 
and not sacerdotal. The Apostles evidently regarded the 
splendid ceremonials of the Mosaic ritual, as having passed 
away with the rending of the veil of the temple at the 
crucifixion ; and; therefore^ retained' only the simple rites 
of the synagogue. In the thunderings and lightnings, the 
rendings and upheavings of the hour of Christ's deathy 
the gorgeous temple, and hereditary aristocracy of the 
Levitical priesthood, sunk down in ruins f and in their 
stead arose a sanctuary devoid of priest and altar, with 
,no rites dazzling to the senses, but with every thing ex- 
pressive of spiritual devotions and moral instructions. 
Vainly do our prelatists endeavor to put themselves in the 
succession of the Jewish hierarchy. Their oracles do not 
respond, and like Nadab and Abihu, in offering false fire 
berore a forbidden altar, an afflatus of heaven's truth 
throws them into inextricable confusion. 

SECTION III. 

BiSHOF AND Presbyter but different Names ]^or onb 
Order of Ministers., 

This can be made evident from the scriptures, the fath-r 
ers, and the admissions of Episcopalians. The scrfpture 
argument is very clean We read in Acts xx : 17, that 
Paul from '^ Miletus sent to Ephesus and called the elders 
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of tb€^ cbureli." To tbese elders he says in verse 28, 
" Take heed to yourselves^ and to all the flock over which 
the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, i^Kfrca^ovg, bish- 
ops J^ The same Apostle says to Titus, " For this cause I 
left thee in Crete, that thou shouldst set in order the things 
that are wanting, and ordain elders in every city, as I have 
appointed thee," Then speaking of the qualifications of 
these elders, he adds, " a bishop must be blameless as the 
steward of God." Titus i : 5, 6, 7. Thus he shows not 
only that bishop and presbyter are con..' avertible names 
for the same office, but that presbyter was the title of re- 
spect, and that bishop was used to designate the nature of 
his work, that of overseemg the church. Addressing the 
officers of the church, Peter says, " The elders, or pres- 
byters, which are among you, I exhort who am also an elder, 
and a witness of the sufferings of Christ, and also a par- 
taker of the glory that shall be revealed. Feed the flock 
of God, which is among you, taking the oversight thereof, 
f-irKfxoirouvr^^, that is, exercising the office, of bishopA," 
&c. If Peter calls himself, not a bishop, but an elder, sa 
does John, '* The elder unto the well beloved Gains"— 
" The eider unto the elect lady," &c. Such language is 
wholly unaccountable on the supposition that bishops and 
presbyters are two distinct orders, of which bishops are 
the superior, and the source of ecclesiastical authority and 
power. Prelatists would never have written in this man- 
ner. 

The identity of these orders may be seen from another 
eonsideration. No distinction is ever made between them. 
They are subject to the same commission, and have the 
same qualifications and duties. Paul in his instructions to 
Timothy, does not enlarge upon the duties of three or- 
ders, bishop, priests, and deacons, but only of bishops and 
deacons, thus proving that bishops and presbyters wera one, 
He directed his Epistles, not to the bishops, presbyters, 
and deacons, but to the bishops and deacons. Our Episco- 
palians cannot find qualifications for their three orders in 
the New Testament. Their bishops being like those of 
the scriptures only in name, they find for them no scrip- 
lure provisions. So in their " office for tlu consecration qfa 
bishop,** they take from their second order, the priests or 
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Sresbytera* their official qnalifieation*. *'Aiid anotber 
isbop shall read the Epistle." 1 Tim. iu. '* This is a tme 
saying, if a man desire the office of bishop," ice. Or this, 
for the Epistle, AcU xx : 17. ** From Miletus, Paul sent 
to Ephesus and called the elderM of the church"! ! I " 1» 
the form and manner of making deaconi,^^ those scripture 
qualifications are read and applied, not as in the case of 
the primitive deacons, to persons appointed to attend to 
the temporal affairs of the church, but to an order ordained 
to preach, and to perform various religious services. 
Hence in the **form and manner of ordaining frie$U," as we 
should expect, they find no scripture charges or qualifica- 
tions for them. They have been stolen to make provision 
for a class unknown in the Bible ! Accordingly the of- 
daining bishop is left to supply the omissions of scripture 
with a charge of his own. ** Then tke bishop shall say unte 
them as fblloweth." How strikingly does this confirm the 
fact that bishops and presbyters are the same, and that 
Episcopacy labors in vain to put asunder what God hath 
joined 1 

* If there were in the primitive church, an order of men 
superior to presbyters, and whose office was to be per- 
petuated, nothing is more evident than that a distinctive 
appellation would have been given them. Yetj^ suck an 
order as prelatical bishops^ there is- no name in the scripture 
vocabulary f Eminent Episcopalians admit that there is 
none. Says bishop Onderdonk, " The name bishop, which 
now designate! the highest grade of the ministry, is not 
appropriated to that office im scripture /" Again : '* When 
we find in the New Testament the name of ' bishop,' we 
must regard it as meaning the bishop of a parish, or a 
presbyter; but the bishop of a diocese, or the highest 
grade of the ministry, we must there seek, not under that 
name, and independently of any name at all** / / / Is this 
possible 1 Is such a being, who, according to the system,. 
*' can alone unite us to the Father in the way of OhriBt^s 
appointment" — in whom is lodged the principle of the 
cnurch's continuance — who alone possesses the priest- 
making power — whose authority we cannot renounce ** ex« 
ceptiug at the peril of our salvation" — left namdess in the 
Biole ? *' Yes," says the Prelatist, ** names are nothing. 
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we mre enqniiiDg for the tbiog, the name is not worth a 
line of controTeny/' What, a chief magistrate without 
a name 1 So it seems. In real life, things are not gener- 
ly found without names. Adam in paradise gave names 
to all cattle, and to the fowls of the air, and to every beast 
of the field. In all the departments of labor or of study, 
important things soon acquire appropriate appellations, 
and where these are wanting, we conclude there are no 
things ; but we must make an exception in favor of Epis- 
copacy. We must suppose that the Apostles were veri- 
table Episcopalians, that they regarded the chief rulers of 
a diocese as the sole transmitters of sacramental grace 
and the priesthood of reconciliation, yet that in their wri- 
tings they preferred to say nothing about them, and leave 
them even without the honor of a name i 

According to the scriptures, presbyters only are express- 
ly said to ordain. We read thus of the ordination of Paul. 
Acts xiii. '' Now there were in the church that was at An- 
tioch, certain prophets and teachers, as Barnabas, and 
Simeon, that was called Niger, and Lucius of Cyrene, 
and Manaen, which had been brought up with Herod the 
Tetrarch, and Saul. As they ministered to the Lord, and 
fasted, the Holy Ghost said, separate me Barnabas and 
Saul for the work whereunto I have called them. And 
vfben they had fasted and prayed, and laid their hands on 
them, they sent them away." This is the -most ample ac- 
count of an ordination to be found in scripture. Yet who 
were the ordainers ? Says the learned Archbishop Whately, 
" Saul and Barnabas were ordained to the very highest 
office, the Apostleship, not by the hands of the Apostles, 
or of any persons at Jerusalem, but by the elders of An* 
tioclu" " No better reason," says Dr. lAgktfoot^ " can be 
given for this present action, than that the Lord did here- 
by set down a platform of ordaining ministers to the 
church of the Gentiles in future times." With these ac- 
cord Dr. Hammond and bishop Taylor. And finally, 
Chrysostom, one of the early fathers, asserts that Paul 
was ordained at Antioch, and in corroboration quotes from 
Acts the above passage. 

Look now at the ordination of Timothy. The Apostle 
says, 1 Tim. iv : 14, " Neglect not the gift that is in thee, 
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whicb was given tbee by prupbecy, witb tbe Imying on of 
the hands of the presbytery'* We cannot avoid saying 
witb tbat zealous opponent of Episcopacy, the immortal 
MUtoHf " We know Timothy received ordination by tbe 
bands of tbe Presbytery, notwithstanding all tbe vain de- 
lusions tbat are used to evade'^tbat testimony, and main- 
tain an unwarrantable usurpation." Had the passsage 
read, instead of tbe hands of the presbytery , witb the laying 
on of the hands of an Apostle, or bishop^ our Pi-elatists would 
never have quibbled about Sia and fi^ra, or have fallen 
into these " vain delusions," to evade its force. If Timo- 
thy was alone ordained by Paul, bow did be receive a 
gift by the laying on of the bands of the presbytery 1 
And if be was bishop of Ephesus, bow, according to 
Episcopal usage, came tbe presbytery to lay their bands 
upon bim 1 Do the presbyters of that church unite in 
imposing bands at the consecration of a diocesan bishop ? 

Ample testimony can be produced from the Fathers, in 
corroboration of the truth that the titles of a presbyter 
are interchangeable witb those of a bishop. 

Clem£NS Romanus, a. D., 96. '*The apostles going 
abroad, preaching through countries and cities, appointed 
the first fruits of their ministry to be bishftjjs and deacons,*' 
He recognizes but two orders^ and uses bishop and pres- 
byter thus interchangeably, ** For it would be no small sin 
in us should we cast off those from their episcopate, wbo 
bolily and without blame fulfil tbe duties of it. Blessed 
are those presbyters who having finished tbeir course be- 
fore these times have obtained a perfect and fruitful dis- 
solution." • • • ** It is a shame, my beloved, yea, a 
very great shame, and unwoithy of your Christian profes- 
sion, to hear tbat the most firm and ancient church of tbe 
Corinthians, should, by one or two persons, be led into a 
sedition against \t9 presbyters. Only let the church of 
Christ be in peace with the presbyters that are set over it," 

PoLYCARP, A. D., 117. " Polycarp and tbe presbyters 
with htm, to tbe churcb of God dwelling in Philippi/' 
This father only merftions two orders, presbyters and dea- 
cons, who doubtless were the same orders whom Paul in 
bis epistle to that churcb addressed as ** bishops and dea- 
eons** The ward *' bishop"^ bs does not once mention. 
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Papias, a companion of Poly carp. "If I met any 
where with one who had conversed with the presbyten, 
I enquired after the sayings of the presbyters, what An- 
drew, what Peter, what Philip, what Thomas* or Jaraes 
had said." Would this father have called the Apostles 
presbyters, if presbyters were a different and inferior order 
to bishops ? 

IrenjBOS. a. D., 202. "Obey those presbyters in the 
church who have the succession, as we have shown, from 
the Apostles ; who with the succession of the episcopdte, 
received the gift of truth." # • # «« We ought, there- 
fore, to adhere to those presbyters who keep the Apostle to 
doctrine, and together with the presbyterial succession do 
show forth sound speech." 

Tertullian, a. D., 218. " Certain approved eWcr* ^e* 
side who have obtained that honor, not by price, but by 
the evidence of their fitness." 

Clemens Alezandrinus, vmting about the same time. 
•* One part of it," public worship, " is performed by the 
superior ministers, another part by inferior ministers. The 
superior p9.Tt of it i« performed by the presbyters; the infe- 
rior, or servile part, by the deacons.^* This writer, through- 
out, speaks of bishops and presbyters as interchangeable 
terms for the same order. 

Firm iLiAN, about A. D., 250. " All power and grace are 
plaeed in the church, where presbyters preside, in whom is 
vested the power of baptizing and imposition of hands, 
and ordination .'" 

Jerome, who has been called the prince of Christian di- 
vines, says, about A. D., 380, ** A presbyter is the same as a 
bishop, and before there were, by the devil's instinct, parties 
in religion, and it was said among the people, I am of Paul, 
I of ApoUos, and I of Cephas, the churches were govern^ 
ed by the ^common council of presbyters. But, afterwards, 
when every one thought that those whom he baptized, 
were rather his than Christ's, it was determined through 
the whole world that one of the presbyters should be set 
over the rest, to whom all care of the church should be- 
long, that the seeds of schism should be taken away." 
* ♦ * " These things I have written to show, that 
among the ancients, presbyters an^ bishops were the sav^ 
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Bttt by little and little, that all the seeds of diaseneion 
might be plucked up» the whole care was devolTed on 
one," 

AuGUBTiNB, writing to the above, says, *' The office of a 
bidiop is above that of a presbyter, not by the authority of 
teripturff but after the names of honor, which through the 
custom of the church have now obtained.'^ 

Chrtsostom, a. D., 407. "Presbyters were aneiently 
called bishops and stewards of Christ, and bishops were 
called presbyters* For this reason, even now, many bish- 
ops speak of their Jhllow-presbyter Bnd/eUotD-miniiter ; and 
finally, the name of bishop and presbyter u given to each in- 
discriminatdy.** 

Pel-agius, contemporary with Augustine, restricted all 
church offices to priests or presbyters, and deacons^ and as- 
serted, that " priests or presbyters, without discrimination 
or restriction, are the successors of the Apostles,** 

Bernaldus Constantiensis, a Romanist, and zealous 
defender of Pope Gregory VII., says after quoting , the 
above passage from Jerome, " Inasmuch, therefore, as 
bishops and presbyters were anciently the same, without 
doubt they had power to loose and to bind, and to do. oth- 
er acts which are now the special prerogatives of the 
bishop." 

Pope Urban II., says, ** We regard deacons and pres- 
byters as belonging to the sacred order, since these are the 
only orders wAdeh the primitive church is said to have had. For 
these only have we Apostolical authority." 

Ansblme, Archbishop of Canterbury, who died about 
A. D., 1109, explicitly affirms, that "by the Apostolic in- 
stihUion, aU presbyters are bishops,'* 

Nicholas Tudeschus, Archbishop of Panorma, about 
A. D., 1428, says, "Formerly presbyters governed the 
church in common, and ordained the clergy.** 

The Old Canon Law, decisively declares, "Bishop 
and presbyter were the same in the primitive church : 
presbyter being the name of the person's age, and bishop of 
his qfice. But there being many of them in every church, 
they determined among themselves, for the preventing of 
schism, that one should be elected of themselves to be set 
over the rest ; and the person so elected was called bishop 
for distinction sake." 
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Cabsandbr, a learned Catholic divine ef the 16th cen- 
tury, in his Oonsolatians, has the follomng passage. ** In 
this one particular, all parties agree. That in the Apostles' 
days there was no difference bettoeen a ln$hop and a presbyter, 
but afterwards, for the avoiding of schism, the hishop was 
placed before the presbyter, to whom the power of ordi- 
nation was granted, that so peace might be continued in 
the church." 

We might have quoted more at large from the Fathers^ 
and those who have succeeded them, in proof of this iden- 
tity, and that presbyters ordained. But we prefer now to 
turn to the admissions of Episcopalians. The English 
Church from the first, affected a compromise between the 
antagonist principles of Protestantism and Popery, and 
hence the contradictory testimony which she gives on this 
subject. Says Macaulay in his History of England, '' The 
founders of the Anglican church took a middle course. 
They retained Episcopacy, but they did not declare it to be 
nn institution essential to the welfare of a Christian society, or 
to the efficacy of the sacraments, Cranmer, indeed, plainly 
avowed his <^nviction that, in the primitive times, there was 
no distinction between bishops and priests, and that the laying 
on of hands was altogether unnecessary,^* Again, he says, 
'* The founders of the Anglical Church had retained Epis- 
copacy as an ancient, a decent, and a convenient eccle- 
siastical polity, but had not declared that form of church 
government to be of divine institution. We have already 
seen how low an estimate Cranmer had formed of th^ office 
of a bishop." The following are some of the admissions 
of her founders, and eminent divines. 
V "The Necessary Erudition of a Christian Man," 
drawn up by the Convocation of the clergy, and published 
by royal authority as the exponent of the church's princi- 
ples, affirms, ** that priests and bishops, by God^s law, are 
one and the same, and that the power of ordination and ex- 
commMnicaiion belongs equally to both,** 

"A Declaration ma»b op the Functions and Divine 
Inetitvtion op BisaopB and Priests," drawn up for the 
same purpose, says, " The truth is, that in the New Tes- 
tainent, there is no mention made of any degrees or dis- 
tinctions in order, but only of deacom or minkters, and of 
priests or bishops.*' 
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Cranmer, Archbishop of Canterbury. ** The bishops 
mod priests were at one time, and toere no two things ; but 
both one office in the beginning of Christ's religion." 

BfSHOP Reynolds. **All that have labored in reforming 
the church for 500 years past, have taught that all pastors, be 
they entitled bishops or priests, have equal authority and potoer 
by God's wordy • • ♦ "Among us, we have bishops, 
the Queen's professors of divinity in our universities; and 
other learned men, as Bradford, Lamhert,^ JeweU-, PUking- 
ton, Humphrey, Fidke, who all agree in this matter, as do 
all divines beyond sea tliat I ever read, and doubtless many 
more whom I never read." 

Bishop Cropt. "The scripture no where expresses 
any distinction of order among the elders. We find there 
but tu>o orders mentioned, bishops and deacons. The scrip- 
ture distinguish eth not the order of bishops and priests; 
for there we find but one kind of ordination, then certainly 
but one order; for two distinct orders cannot be conferred 
in the same instant, by the same words, by the same ac- 
tions." 

Dr. Holland, King's professor of divinity in Oxford. 

** To affirm that there is such a difference and superiority, 

(between bishops and presbyters,) by divine right, is most 

false, contrary (/) scripture, to the fathers, to the doctrine of the 

Church of England, yea, to the very schoolmen themselves." 

Archbishop Usher. " I have evev declared my opin- 
ion to be, that bishop and presbyter differ only in degree, 
and not in order," 

Bishop Forbes. " Presbyters have, by divine rigJit, the 
power of ordaining, as well as of preaching and baptising," 

Bishop Stillingfleet. "It is acknowledged by the 
stoutest champions of Episcopacy, before these late un- 
happy divisions, that ordination performed by presbyters 
in case of necessity is valid." 

Sir Peter King, Lord Chancellor of England. "^# 
for ordination, I find clearer proofs of presbyters ordaining, 
than of administering the Lord's supper." 

Dr. John Edwards. "This, then, is the true account 
of the matter. Bishops were elders or presbyters, and there- 
fore of the same order ; but the bishops differed from the 
presbyters in this only, that they were chosen by the 
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elders to pi'eside over tbem at their ecclesiastical meet- 
ings or assemblies." 

Bishop White, late diocesan of Pennsylvania. " Now 
if even those who hold Episcopacy to be of divine right, 
conceive the obligation to it not to be binding when that 
idea would be destructive of public worship ; much more 
must they think so, who indeed venerate and prefer that 
form as the most ancient and eligible, hut wUhout any idea 
of divine right in the case. This the author believes to be 
the sentiment of the great body of Episcopalians in 
America; in which respect they have in their favor, un- 
qu£stiond,hly, the sense of the Church of England." 

These admissions afford but a specimen of what might 
be fui^nished almost to any extent. With all candid minds 
it must be sufficient to settle the controversy. Why all 
these admissions against their own system, if truth did not 
compel them ? Suppose that a long array of Presbyte- 
rian testimony could be produced, admitting that there 
were in the Apostolic church three radically distinct or- 
ders of ministers — that the first order only ordained — 
would it not in the eye of candor outweigh a mass of 
counter argument, however ingeniously and confidently 
set forth % But no such admissions can be produced. The 
Presbyterian is not compelled to testify against the theory 
and practice of his own church. He has not only the un- 
sophisticated conclusions of his own mind in view of the 
fullest evidence for confirmation, htit a host of Papal and 
Episcqpal corroborations in addition. He has the admis- 
sions of the whole Protestant world, and a large part of 
the Spi|copal Church, top, in his favor. Says Dr, Scott y 
the Episcopal Commentator, ** Much labor and learning 
have indeed been employed, to set aside this conclusion, 
(the equality of bishops and presbyters,) hut tvith little suc- 
cess, even hy jthe admissions of decided Episcopalians J^ The 
Apostle said, that he could do nothing against the truth, 
but for it, and when High Churchmen and Puseyites will 
acknowledge the same, they will be rather infinite gainers 
than losers. 
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SECTION IV. 

The Apobtleb not Diocesan Bishops, and could hate 
NO Successors. 

It is an unscriptural and irrational dogma, that modern 
prelates are the successors of the Apostles, or that thej 
have any successors at all. They were limited in number : 
" the ttcelve Apostles" They were to sit on twelve thrones, 
judging the twelve tribes of Israel, and these thrones can- 
not be multiplied to accommodate an indefinite number of 
spurious claimants. They are the twelve stars which con- 
stitute the crown of the apocalyptic woman in the wilder- 
ness — their names are graven m the twelve foundations 
of the New Jerusalem — and there can be but twelve such 
stars, and twelve such foundations. The case of Paul 
specially and miraculously called and qualified, does not 
warrant us to call him the thirteenth Apostle. Whether 
Matthias was numbered among the twelve by divine di- 
rection, has been doubted by eminent men, and if he was 
not, all difficulty respecting Paul vanishes. There is no 
resemblance between the Apostolic office and the prelat- 
ical. The Apostles received a personal call to their of- 
fice from Christ himself — they received their instructions 
from him, and by him were empowered to be infallible 
public teachers, and everywhere upon proper occasions 
they exhibited '* the signs of an Apostle." But are our 
modem diocesans thus called 1 Have they sat personally 
at the feet of Jesus, and being infallible guides, do they 
work miracles in attestation of their claims ] Do they 
communicate the miraculous gifls of the Holy Ghost 1 
The Apostles received the authority of universal jurisdic- 
tian, how then can those be their successors who are lim- 
ited by their scheme, each bishop to his own diocese 1 
The Apostles had '^seeu the^ord" and were required to 
be personal toitnesses of his resurrection : are our modem 
bishops thus qualified ] Until they can furnish the quali- 
fications, give the signs, and perfoim the work of an Apos- 
tle, their claims must be resisted as unscriptural assump 
tions, and baseless chimeras. The learned Episcopalian 
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Ur. Barrow, says of the Apostolic office, •* It containeth 
in it divers things which apparently VDere not communicated, 
and WHICH no man without gross imposture and hypoc- 
risy COULD CHALLENGE TO HIMSELF !" 

The Apostles were commissioned to evangelize the na- 
tions. Eusehitu states, that " the work of an evangelist 
was to lay the foundations of the faith in harharous na- 
tions, and to constitute among them pastors, after which 
he passed to other countries." Even DodweU justly says 
o£ the Apostles, " their chief work was rather the planting 
of churches, than the ruling of churches." Thus it is ev- 
ident, that they could not have limited themselves to a 
diocese, or a parish, without disoh^dience to the command* 
of Christ " to go into all the world, and preach the gospel 
to every creature." The Apostolic office and the pasto- 
ral, are clearly distinguished in the New Testament. See 
Eph. iv : 11. Of course the Apostles never became the 
bishops of single churches, and Episcopalians admit such 
only were the primitive bishops. 

But we are asked, if bishops were not called by eccle- 
siastical writers, Apostles at first ? We will let Eusehitis 
answer the question, " Many were called Apostles byimi- 
tationJ* On this principle, Tertullian calls the seventy 
disciples. Apostles, as do Chrysostom and Theophylact. 
According to Augustine, all priests or presbyters, were 
thus denominated. The word apostle signifies a person 
deputed to perform some important business. Those who 
accompanied Titus to Corinth were called Apostles, or 
" messengers of the churches." In this way of imitation, it 
would be natural to call those who planted the Christian 
faith in new regions. Apostles. Thus Dionysius was called 
the Apostle of France, and Xavier the Apostle of the Indies. 
While all this is reasonable, it furnishes no support for 
the Apostolical succession. Are, therefore, our modem 
prelatists veritable Apostles? They must be so, if they 
are the successors of r'eter, Jphn, and James. Why not, 
then, assume their proper appellation, and be addressed 
as Apostle DeLancey, Apostle Whittingham, Apostle East- 
hum, Apostle Doane ? Do these titles strike the reader as 
impious ? Yet why should those who claim the reality, 
discard th|7 name ] 
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It is, however, broadly claimed, that the Aposdes were 
diocesan bishops, and that modern prelates are their suc- 
cessors. We invite the reader to the following pre and 
con of Episcopacy on this subject, placed in parallel col- 
umns. The quotations will furnish him witn the exposi- 
tion and refutation of the doctrine, by adherents of the 
same system. They present a singular development of 
the unity of the church on its fundamental tenets. 

FOE. 

Bishop Tatlor. " To the Apos- 
tles Christ gave a plenitude of powers 
for the whole commission was giveu 
to them in as great and comprehen- 
sive claases as were imaginable, for 
by virtue of it, they received a pow- 
er of ^viog; the Hol^ Ghost in con- 
firmation, and of giving his grace io 
the collation of holy orders, a pow- 
er of jurisdiction and authority to 
govern the church, and this power 
was not temporary, but successive, 
and perpetuaU, and was intended as 
an ordinary office in the church, so 
that the successors of the Apostles 
had the same right and institution 
that the Apostles themselves had.'' 

Dr. Hick£S. '* Bishops are ap- 
pointed to succeed the Apostles, and 
like them to gtcmd in Christ's place 
and exercise his kingly, pnestly, 
and prophetical office over .their 
flock.^ 

Archdeacon Mason. "Neither 
heresy, nor degradation irom the 
office of a bishop, nor schism, nor 
the most extreme viekedness,. nor any 
thing else, can deprive a person 
once made a bishop of the power 
of giving these orders.**^ 

BisHoi^ Betxbidoe. "We live in 
a church wherein the Apostolic 
line hath, through all ages, been pre- 
served entire, there having, been a 
constant succession of such bishops in 
it as were truly and properly success- 
ors to the Apostles by virtue of that 
Apostolical imposition of hands 
which, being begun by the Apos- 
tles, hath been continued from oae 



will not find in all the scriptures thu 
your essential point of the succes- 
sion of bishops. ' In Christ's church 
antichrist will sit — the ministry of 
God's word and mioisters be an es- 
sential point. Bat to translate this 
to the bishops and their successors 
is a plain subtilty.*' 

Bishop Jewel. "The grace of 
God is promised to pious souls, and 
to those who fear God ; €md is noi 
c^xed to bishop^ chairs and sue* 
cession." 

Dr. Whitaker. "Faith, there- 
fore, is, as it were, the soul of the 
succession ; which faith being want- 
ing, the naked succession of persons, 
is like a dead carcase unthout the 
soul." 

White ih his Wat to the true 
G HURC H.. " Our answer is, that the 
succession required to make a church 
Apostolic, must be defined by the 
doctrine, and not by the place or 
persons. Wheresoever the true 
faith contained in the aeriptures is 
professed and embraced, there ia 
the whole and full nature of an 
Apostolic church. Pot the external 
succession we eare not." 

White, Bishop^ of Elt. " The 
true visible church is named Apos- 
tolical, not because of local and per- 
sonal succession of bishops, (only or 
principally,) but because it retaineth ^ 
the faith and doctrine of the Apos- " 
ties. Personal or local succession 
only, and in itself, maketh not the 
church Apostolioslfbecaase hirelings 
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FOB. 
Xo another, ever since their time, 
do^rm to ours. . By wkieh tneanif the 
same spirit which was breathed by 
cMir Lord ioto his Apostles is, to- 
gether with their office, transmitted 
to their lawful successors, the pas- 
tors and governors of oar church at 
this time; and acts, moves, and as- 
sists, at the administration of the 
several parts of the Apostolic office 
aa ranch as ever.*' 

Bishop Mcads. '* Before Jesns 
Christ leH; the worid, he breathed 
the Holy Spirit into the Apoetles, 
giving tkem the power of transmit- 
ting this precious gift to others by 
' prayer and the imposition of hands : 
the Apostles did so transmit it to 
others, and they again to others, and 
in this way, it has been preserved 
iu the world to the present day.'' 

Dr. Hook. " The prelates, who 
at this present time, rate the church- 
es iu these realms, were validly or- 
dained by others, who by means of 
«» unbroken descent of ordinaiioHt 
derived their mission from the 
Apostles, and from our Lord. This 
continual descent is evident to eve- 
ry one who chooses to investigate 
jj^M • • • **Thereisnotabish^ 
op^ priest, or deacon among us, who 
cannot, if he please, trace his own 
spiritual descent from St. Peter or 
St. Paul! r 

Treatise ow the Episcopal 
Tract Society. *• The Church ol 
K'l^land holds, that the commission 
aud authority for ministering in the 
n't me of Grod, has been tranvniiied 
from the Apostles^ by what is coiled 
Episcopal secession," * * **And 
that none who haoe not reeeioed Epis- 
copal ordination are lawful minis- 
ters of the church, or Mfarranted to 
perform any acts, in the name or with 
the authority of Ood.*^ 

BisHQP Brownxll. "There is 
no odier scriptural foundatitm for 
the sacred ministry, than that which 
u contained in tlie divine commis- 



AGAINST. 
and wolves may lineally succeed law- 
ful and orthodox pastors.** 

Bishop Hoadlt. ''It hath not 
pleased God in his Providence to 
keep any proof of the least probabi'- 
iiy, or moral possibility, of a regnlar 
aninterrupted succession; bat there 
is a Kreat appearance, and humanly 
speaKiug, a certainty of the contra- 
ry, that the succession hatk often been 
interrupted." 

Bishop STfLLiNorLEST. ** Gomo 
we therefore to Rome; and here 
the succession is as muddy as the 
Tiber itself. The succession Sd 
much pleaded by the writers of the 
primitive church, was not a sncces- 
sioQ of persons in Apostolical power, 
but a succession in Apostolical doc- 
trine." 

Dr. Pride^aux. ** It is a very 
doubtful question, and there is no 
certainty to b'b had." 

Archbishop Whatelt. ** It is 
uot only obscure, disputable, and 
out of the reach of the mass of man- 
kind, but self contradictory, subver- 
sive of our own, and every churcirn 
claims." • • • " There u not a 
minister in all Christendom who is 
able to trace up, with any approach 
to certainty kis own spiritual pedi- 
gree.'' 

Bishop of Hereford. "YtMi 
will exceed all just bounds, if yo i 
are constantly insisting upon tho 
necessity of a belief in, and the cer- 
tainty of, the Apostolical saccessiou 
in the bishops and presbyters of our 
church as the ovXf security fur the 
efficacy of the sacramontA." * * 
" To spread abroad this notion, is to 
make ourselves the derision of the 
world!!*' 

Rev. E. Bickersteth. '*The 
idea of an Apostolical succession 
only by^ bieJiops ordaining in a regu- 
lar series from the times of tUo 
Apostles to the pressnt time — ^tho 
idea that tliis is tlie only t ue min- 
istry iu the church of Christ, and 

4* 



d by Google 



34 



EPISCOFACT XXAM1NX9* 



AGAINST, 
essential to the existence of a true 
church of Christ, is ^€ where lend 
dovn in the eeriptures^ and no 'where 
inserted in oar church Formularies : 
to truet in such a eueceeeion ie an idol 
of the church of Rome /" 

Bet. Baptist W. Nokl. ''Anti- 
auated claims -to -an Apostolic «u* 
thority, transmitted by descent^ are 
now treated with merited contempt 
as absurd, if they are not repelled 
with indignation as barefaced im- 
posture. Henceforth, mind, heart, 
and character, are the only titles to 
consideration^ as o«r Lord has pre- 
scribed." 



FOR. 
sion of the Apostles ; from them the 
authority is derived, through the 
tntceeesion of Apostolic biskope down 
to the present time !" 

Episcopal Tract, Rxasoms why 
I AM A Churchman. '^I am a 
Churchman, because the church 
otill retains the doctrine of the Apos- 
tolic succession^ and has that succes- 
sion." • * * «• She also exhibits 
the order of that succession, from 
Apostolic times, and although it is 
easy to deny any fact in ancient or 
modem history, yet it will be a 
more difficult matter fairly to show, 
where one Unk is wanting in that sa- 
cred chain.^* 

Confident assertions, however, flatly contradicting the 
teachings of Revelation, r&ason, and history, will not res- 
cue the succession scheme from being "repeUed with in- 
dignation oi a hctrefoced imposture,** It is no difficult mat- 
ter to show " where one link is wanting in the sacred chain/' 
The entire series is disjointed, and has no links to the 
Apostles in the commencement. "The bishops,^' says 
the Popish Bellarmine, " have no part of the true Apos- 
tolical authority." Even the High Church Dodwell was 
constrained to admit, that " the office of the Apostles j^er- 
ished with the Apostles ; in which office there never was 
any succession to any of ihem, except to Judas the Trai- 
tor.'* 

Wkitdker^ the Episeop^il controversialist, says, "The 
office of a bishop has nothing to' do with the office of an 
Apostle." The learned Dt, Barrow y contends,, that "the 
Apostolic office, as snchfYf 9.^ personal and temporary ; and, 
therefore, according to its nature and design, not successive 
or communicaile to others, in perpetual descendance from 
them." This writer asserts, that it would have been as 
derogatory for the Apostles to have become diocesan 
bishops as it would have been "for the King to become 
Mayor of London, or the bishop of London to become 
the vicar of Pancras." If, however, the succession had 
a beginning, it was severed in the succeeding series of 
Papal Antichrists. The pure Church in the wilderness, 
fleeing before the Red Dragon of persecution, claimed 
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no such succession, for she reeled Episcopacy with the 
loathing with which she fled from Rome. We cannot 
trace " the nacred chain" though a line of popes, possess- 
ing no succession of holiness, of doctrine, or of decency and 
morality. Gregory Nazianzen affirmed, " He that hold- 
eth the same doctrine is of the same chain : hut he who 
is an enemy to the doctrine, is an enemy to the chain/' 
Even Pope Felix was constrained to admit, " Those who 
would share the Apostleship, must follow the Apostles' 
doctrine." No such hond connected the Roman popes. 
They were according to Baronius the Papal annalist, *' a long 
succession of monsters in vice andfoUyP Guiciardini speak- 
ing of this line preceding the sixteenth century, says, 
" He was esteemed a good pope in those days, who did not ex- 
ceed in wickedness the tcorst of menJ* Yet to admit the suc- 
cession scheme, we must helieve that these men, utter 
strangers to Christ and all religious experience — these 
thieves and robbers who climbed up some other way, in 
many instances Arians and heretics-^whose history is one 
of war, bloodshed, treason, perjury, blasphemy, licentious- 
ness, incest, and hprrid impieties far transcending the in- 
famous roll of the Roman emperors — a succession, accord- 
ing to Dr. Gcddcs, rent by twenty-four schisms, according 
to Baronius, by twenty-six, while Onuphrius the most accu- 
rate of writers, makes them thirty, and Labbeus and Bin- 
ius tell us in the interim, of " A three-headed beast rising 
from the gates of hell, infesting the holy chair in a woful man- 
ner," in the form of three reigning peijured popes at 
once— we must believe that these men, many of whom, 
on the authority of Baronius, •* were false pontiffs" in- 
truded into the chair of St. Peter, by sordid and aban- 
doned courtesans, were the genuine successors of the 
Apostles, empowered to transmit the Holy Ghost by pray- 
er and the imposition of .hands to the Hughes, the Onder- 
donks, and DeLanceys of the present age ! 

Nor were the bishops during these dark periods of the 
world's history, either morally or religiously superior to 
the popes. " We read," says Archbishop Whatdy, *' of 
bishops consecrated when mere children— -of men officiat- 
ing who barely knew their letters— of prelates expelled 
and others put into their places by violence^f illiterate 
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and profligate laymen and habitaal drunkards, admitted 
to Holy Orders, and in short, of the prevalence of every 
kind of disorder, and reckless disregard of the decency 
which the Apostle enjoins." Would the imposition of 
the hands of such men upon the heads of infidels and 
heretics, transform them into ministers of Christ ) Would 
the canonical ordination of Captain Ridd and the pirate 
Qribbs, bring them into the true rank of the priesthood, 
and render them safe conductors of the Apostolic chain ? 
Shocking as the supposition is, the advocate of the suc- 
cession scheme must maintain it, or abandon his dogma 
as untenable. Worse men than they, and sinning against 
gi-eater light, have been connecting links in the papacy 
and prelacy. The chief authors of heresy, immorality, 
and schism, have been the bishops. The men who pour- 
ed out the blood of the Waldenses in the valleys of the 
Alps, of the Lollards, in England, of the succeeding Re- 
formers and Non-conformists of all nations, have been 
prelatical. Their energies were directed to the destruc- 
tion of the gospel, rather than to its sustenance. We 
owe the blessings of a reformed Christianity, to a non-pre- 
latic Wicklif, Luther, Calvin, Zwingle, Knox, rather than 
to the adherents of an anti-Christian hierarchy. 

The English succession is identical with the Roman. 
Bishop Godwin has shown that seventeen Archbishops of 
Canterbury, twelve Archbishops of York, nin^ bishops of 
Durham, and eight bishops of Winchester, were ordained 
immediately by the Pope, or his legates. In many cases 
these popes were not only monsters in wickedness, but 
mere pretenders to the chair of St. Peter. Thus Pope 
Formosus, conspicuous for his enormous vices, ordained 
Plegmund, Archbishop of Canterbury, in 891. His suc- 
cessor Stephen VI., who, says Baronius, '^ tras so wicked 
that he would not have dared to enrol him in the list f^f popes ^ 
were it not that antiquity gives his name;** declared all his 
ordinations void, x et Plegmund ordained bishops in Eng- 
land for twenty-Jive years afterwards. Pope Gregory XI I ., 
one of three pretenders to the popedom, ordained Heni-y 
Chickley Archbishop of Canterbury in 1414. Subse- 
quently he was set aside, as neither pope nor bishop, by 
the council of Constance. Chidkley, however^ continued 
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for twenty-nine years to ordain bishops and priests, thas 
perpetuating an uncanonical succession, severed, null and 
void, in its commencement ! 

At the period of the Reformation, the links were again 
l^roken. The Church of England was excommunicated 
^with all her bishops and other clergy, once under the 
i-eign of Henry VIII., and again under Elizabeth. No 
church, on her own principles, was ever left in a more 
l»opeless state. If the Roman church was the true one, 
then is the Episcopal twice dead, and severed from the on- 
ly infallible channel of grace. But if the Romish was a 
Jvlse church, and in the language of the Homilies ^^afoul, 
Jilthy, old, withered harlot ; the foulest and fiUhitst that ever 
-was seen * * as it at present is, and hath been for nine 
hundred years, it is so far from the nature of the 
TRUE CHURCEi, THAT NOTHING CAN BE MORE,'' then it is evi- 
dent, that the Episcopal has not the Apostolical succes- 
sion, the former had no succession to give but that of apos' 
tasy. The popes, those men of sensuality, impiety, blas- 
phemy, usurpation, and antichrist, had no Apostolic or- 
ders to bestow. They were cut off by the canon laws, 
by the discipline of Christ's kingdom, and by common 
sense, from the line of his witnesses and ministers. The 
Episcopal Church may hang upon which horn of the di- 
lemma she prefers — both are fatal to her claims. If the 
Romish was the true church, on high-church principles 
she ought never to have separated from her connection, 
and being separated and excommunicated, she is eccle- 
siastically dead ; but if, according to her own standards, 
the Romish Church is the '' Mother of Harlots," she 
could have received no valid Apostolic commission at her 
hands. As well might Satan give grace, as the Apoca- 
lyptic Anti-christ bestow the ministry of salvation. Satan 
cannot cast out Satan. The Episcopal Church has not the 
Apostolic succession. 

But granting that the so-called " sacred chain'* passed 
unsevered the gulf of the Reformation, subsequently, in 
several instances, its links were broken. Canonists are 
to this day doubtful as to the validity of the ordination of 
Archbishop Parker, one of the first links in the reformed 
series. He was consecrated by four deposed bishops who 
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were never afterwards restored. Barlow, the principal 
consecrator seemed never to have been consecrated at 
all, the archives of the Archbishop containing no mention 
of his name. Parker was not only consecrated bj in com- 
petent persons, but in an insufficient and invalid form, and 
unless the parliamentary statute passed to meet the difficul- 
ty of the case, did make a defective consecration valid — 
unless the interference of the State rectified the un can- 
onical prelate-making power of the church, the proba- 
bility is, that the Angiical chain was there rudely inter- 
rupted. But other difficulties present themselres. Many 
of the English bishops received only, what the church 
considers lay-baptism, which is about as invalid as lay-or- 
dination. Bishop Butler, and Archbishop Seeker who 
baptized his sacred majesty George III., together with 
Bishop Reynolds, Hopkins, Cooper, and Leighton, re- 
ceived no other baptism but this. And worse still. Dr. 
Tillotson, Archbishop of Canterbury, was never baptized 
at all. Thus as the system teaches, he was not even a 
member of the church — was never sacramentally regener- 
ated, — could neither receive nor confer orders. He was 
never ordained a deacon, and of course could not be or- 
dained a priest, as taught the 10th canon of the council 
of Sardica. And when ordained uncanonmally as a priest, 
he was ordained by Sysderf, who < had hiihself no valid 
orders to g^ve. We might show, that the Scottish suc- 
cession, through which bishop Seabury, the earliest Amer- 
ican bishop received his orders, was utterly worthless, 
and that — but we pause. We need not travel on to in- 
spect the whole leneth of a chain, when, if unsound in 
one part, if broken m a single link, the mass falls by its 
own weight The chain was broken before it had a begin- 
ning. 

The doctrine that the Apostles, instead of being an ex- 
traordinary class of ministers, were an order of diocesan 
bishops — ^that their office was to be perpetuated in the 
church — ^that Archbishop Laud and Pope Alexander VI., 
were charged conductors of the chain — givers of the Holy 
Ghost — while Baxter and Edwards were usurpers of the 
ministerial office— pmay be numbered, (ridiculous and abom- 
inable as it is,) as the worthy dogma of a charch holding 
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it ** a9 t^e principle of her caiUinuance" conjoined to baptis- 
mal regeneration and sacramental holiness. No church, 
but one intoxicated by frequent draughts from the cup of 
X^apal abominations, would ever broach it. Its exposition 
is its refutation, to every mind well instructed in the ora- 
cles of God, and the luminous history of the past. 

SECTION V. 

Diocesan Episcopacy unknown in the Primitiv£ 
Church. 

If the Apostles were not diocesan bishops, there are no 
such functionaries known in the New Testament. Those 
of whom we there read as bishops, did not sustain any 
such character. Eminent Episcopalian vmters readily 
grant this. Says Onderdonk, late bishop of Pennsylva- 
nia, '' The name bishop which now designates the higher 
^rade of the ministry, is not appropriated to that office 
in scripture. That name is there given to the middle or- 
der, or presbyters ; and all that we read in the New Tes- 
tament concerning bishops, (including of course the words, 
* overseers' and 'oversight' which have the same deriva- 
tion,) is to be regarded as pertaining to that middle grade." 
Thus the reader sees, that when the Bible speaks of bish- 
ops, or of exercising the authority of the episcopate^ it 
means only a Presbyterian bishop, and the oversight of a 
single congregation^ As we have seen,, to the. New Tes- 
tament writers, prelatical bishops were a nameless order ; 
they had nothing to say of them, about them, or to them, 
and for the evident reason, such an order had no exist- 
ence. 

The shifts which Prelatists make use of to establish 
the tripleorderof their priesthood, are remarkable. They 
tell us that during the Redeemer's stay on earth, he was 
the bishop, the Apostles the presbyters, and the seventy 
the deacons ; thus making Christ an order of his own 
ministers in his own church, the Apostles unprelaticalf and 
the seventy an order existing before their time. After 
his ascension they find no difficulty in advancing the Apos- 
tles into the^r^ order, into that which was vacated by 
Christ, though unable to tell iv&o transferred them with- 
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out even a change of name, or who has given us the re* 
cord or notice of the transmutation. Being compelled 
to admit that bishop and presbyter are common names for 
the same office, in order to account for the application of 
the title of the second order to thejirstt they betake them- 
selves to another unceremonious change. " It was after 
the Apostolic age/' says bishop Onderdonk again, ''that 
the name 'bishop/ was taken from the second order and 
appropriated to the first/' Such alterations may harmo- 
nize Episcopacy, but they derange the scriptures. They 
leave our diocesans to claim for themselves what the sa- 
cred writers never intended that the word bishop should 
import. WilJi the latter it means the overseer of a single 
congregation, with the former, an overseer of pastors j and 
something even higher. Who authorized so unwarranta- 
ble a change after the death of Christ and his inspired 
ambassador ? Who gave the primitive Presbyterian pas- 
tors the right to surrender their original and scriptural 
title to an order tohom the Holy Ghost loonld not even name! 
How came, (according to the Episcopal logic,) the first 
successors of Thomas in the care of Jrarthia, Andrew in 
the care of Scythia, John in the care of Asia, to discard 
the honorable name of Apostle for the inferior one of 
bishop 1 Who has conveyed to us a record of the fact ] 
Episcopal writers refer us to Theodoret. . But neither he 
nor any other Christian Father, countenances the theory. 
He testifies to the reverse, that bishops were not truly 
Apostles, that bishop and presbyter were interchangable 
titles, and that the name Apostle was restricted to those 
who received their commission immediately from Christ. 
The bishops of these times (for Theodoret lived four cen- 
turies after the Apostles,) as Ambrose testifies, " ihougfd 
it not decent,*^ to be called Apostles. The reason is obvi- 
ous : they did not regard themselves as the successors of 
the Apostles, if they did, they would not have refused 
their appropriate title. 

From these observations, it becomes evident, that Tim* 
othp could not have been the bishop of EpJiesus, He was 
simply an Evangelist, directed by Paul to *' do the work of 
an evangelist,** not of a prelate. From many of Paura 
epistles it appears that he was sent to Corinth, to Ephe- 
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SUB, and to Thessalonica, as a fellow laborer and assistant 
of the Apostle. Compare 1 Cor. iv : 17, 1 Tim. i : 3, 
and 1 Thess. iii : 2. With equal propriety he might have 
been styled bishop of Corinth, as of Ephesus. In his 
epistle to the Ephesians, Paul makes no allusions to Tim- 
othy as their diocesan, which Would have been unpardon- 
able had he been an Episcopalian. The following pas- 
sage is indiscreetly quoted by Prelatists in support of their 
theory. 1 Tim. i : 3. "As 1 hesought thee still to abide at 
Ephesus.'' But does beseeching a man to abide in a city, 
constitute him a bishop over it % Does a bishop need en- 
treaty to abide in his own ^iocese % If Timothy was bish- 
op, it must have been when Psiul addressed to him the 
epistle from which we have just quoted, for it is only from 
Chis epistle that our Prelatists gather their presumption of 
his diocesan character. He must, then, have been bish- 
op when the Apostle charged the elders of Ephesus at 
Miletus. Acts xx : 15, 17. • A host of the Fathers, to- 
gether with the celebrated Episcopal writer. Rev. George 
Townsend, admits this. Timothy was then present, of 
coarse. Bttt the Apostle addressed, these elders as the bish- 
ops, and TO THEM COMMITTED THE ENTIRE OVERSIGHT . OF 

THE CHURCH. He paid no regard to Timothy as their dio- 
cesan, neither seemed to be aware that they had one. If 
it is contended that Timothy was not made bishop until 
afler this interview, it is still certain that Paul's first epis- 
tle 'to him was written prior to this event, and consequent- 
ly, all the proofs derived froxn this epistle in suppoit of 
his prelatical character, fall to the ground. It is vain to 
avoid this by assuming, that this epistle was written after 
the interview at Miletus. One difficulty is only shunned 
for a greater. From the array of strong counter testi- 
mony, such an assumption can never be sustained. The 
learned George Campbell asserts, that by no writer during 
the first three centuries, is Timothy styled Bishop. 

Titus could not have been bishop of Crete, We are told that 
the large island of Crete contained <* one hundred cities," 
and that to Titus it was committed as his diocese. We 
are inclined to believe from this representation, that Paul 
was strangely partial in his gifts, and that Titus must have 
been a favorite. Timothy, it appears, was constituted 

5 
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bishop of Ephesus, one city, and Titus, the diocesan of a 
hundred/ In asking for chapter and verse where the 
grant is deeded, we are referred to Titus i : 5. " For 
this cause I left thee in Crete, that thou shouldst set in order 
the things that are wantiTig, and ordain elders in every city 
as I had appointed thee." This passage furnishes the 
strongest proof that Titus, like Timothy, was an evangel- 
ist, left in Crete to establish the churches, and complete 
the work there begun by Paul. The obvious sense of the 
passage is, that he was left to perform an appointed and 
temporary work, which, when completed, would termi- 
nate his responsibilities in the island. The fact that he 
ordained elders, did not constitute him a prelate, for this, 
as we have seen, was a work common to the presbytery. 
Nor did the fact that he ordained them in Crete, make 
him diocesan of the island. Paul and Barnabas ordained 
elders in Lystra, Iconium, and Antioch, yet this did not 
constitute them joint bishops of those cities. Dr, Whitby ^ 
a zealous advocate of Episcopacy, and Scott, the Episcopal 
commentator, both maintain that Timothy and Titus were 
not diocesan bishops, but simply evangelists. 

Episcopacy is not to he found in the angels of the seven 
churches, Prelatists contend that these angels were sev- 
erally prelatical bishops. The fallacy of this may be seen 
from the record. Each angel was associated with a single 
church. " Unto the angel of the church,'^ &c.— not unto 
the bishop of the churches. Whoever was signified by the 
angel, or messenger, of the church, he was only a paro- 
chial pastor, or presiding presbyter. The formation of 
the Christian church on the platform of the Jewish syna- 
gogue, explains the meaning of the title, and nullifies the 
prelatic theory. Origen says, that the angels of the church- 
es were the presiding presbyters, Df, Prideaux, an em- 
inent Episcopalian, observes, that the minister of the 
synagogue who officiated in offering the public prayers, 
was called the angel of the church, and from hence the 
chief ministers of the seven churches of Asia derived their 
title. Moshdm says, " The number of the presbyters and 
deacons increasing vnih that of the churches^ — ^it was 
judged necessary that one man of distinguished gravity 
and wisdom should preside in the council of the presby- 
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ters. This person was at first styled the angel of the 
church to which he belonged." With these views agree 
MUnor, Scott, Waddmgtoj^ Whately, and other Episcopal 
writers. These angels, then, were overseers of single 
ehurches, and furnish no basis whatever for prelatical 
domination. 

That such a system was unknown in the primitive 
church, is further evident from the consideration alluded 
to, that the episcopacy of early times was parochial. The 
extent of a pastor or bishop's charge was called in Latin 
parochia, which agrees with the English word paiish. 
•' As for the word diocese, by which the bishop's flock is 
now distinguished," says the Episcopalian, Sir Peter King, 
** I do not remembet that ever I found it used in this sense 
by any of the ancient^/' The bishops who succeeded the 
Apostles, were not overseers of pastors and churches, but 
of single congregations. The early Christians assembled 
for worship in one place, and were jPamiliarly known by 
their bishop. This is incontrovertibly evident from the 
.^writings of the Fathers, to whom Prelatists are accus- 
tomed to refer. "None," says Archbishop StUlingfleet, 
*' but a stranger to the history of the church can ever call 
it in question." " Ea^ih bishop,** says Archbishop Whate- 
ly *^ originally presided over one entire chwch. It seems 
plainly to have been the general, if not the universal 
practice of the Apostles, to appoint over each separate 
CHURCH, a single individual." » » • «A church and a 
diocese seem to have been for a considerable time cO'ea> 
tensive and identical,** The great nuitiber of bishops in 
the early church is w;holly incompatible with Episcopal 
pretensions. Churches were by no means as numerous 
m those early times as now, and yet according to the Epis- 
copalian Bingham " in Asia Minor, a tract of land not 
much larger than Great Britain, there were about four 
hundared bishops." Bishop Burnet informs us, that there 
were present at a conference in Africa, about A. D., 410, 
between Jive and six hwndred bishops, as it would seem 
from a single province. We learn from Victor Uticensis, a 
writer of the fifth century, that "from that part of Africa 
in which the Vandalic persecution raged, six 'hundred and 
sixty bishops fled, besiues a great number that were mur- 
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dered and imprisoned, and many more who were toleF- 
ated/' Forts, military stations, and insignificant villages, 
had their bishops. But what kind of bishops 1 What 
resemblance can be discovered between those pastors of 
single congregations, and the modem bishops of hundreds 
of pastors and churches, some swaying the ecclesiastical 
sceptre over states as large as Great Britain 1 Who au- 
thorized such a wide departure from scriptural and primi- 
tive usage] With what wonder would the^ Apostles, if 
permitted, behold the deacons and arch-deacons^ prebend- 
aries, canons, deans, bishops and archbishops of the Sng-- 
lish Church, and the officials of her American daughter ; 
and with what amazement would they hear them boast of 
their resemblance to thp primitive orders } 

Even Igitatiua, upon whom Prelatic writei*s are accus- 
tomed so much to rely, impregnably establishes this posi- 
tion. Without pausing to animadvert upon the fact, that 
the greatest scholars of all den ami nations have not hesi- 
tated to pronounce them undoubte<^ forgeries; yet such 
as they are, they prove the pardchial character of the 
Bpiscopacy of the times in which they were written. The 
bishop, the presbytery, the deacons, to whom this Father 
wrote, were confined to a single congregation. The 
ehurch of Smyrna, of Ephesus; of Magnesia, of Phila- 
delphia, &G., to whom he wrote, had each its bishop, eld- 
ers, and deacons.. Each iHshop was present with his flock 
whenever J:hey assembled, conducting^ their worship, ad- 
ministering their ordinances, celebrating their ntarriages, 
forming a perfect acquaintance, with each individaal, and 
noticing every absentee from the exercises* So inappli- 
cable is this to the diocesan scheme, that, we are not sur- 
prised at the admission of fhe Prelatic Stillingfleet, "Of 
all the thirty-five testimonies produced out of Ignatius, 
his epistles £or Episcopacy, I can meet with but ojie which 
is brought to prove the least semblance of an institution of 
Christ for Episcopacy, and, if I be not much deceived, 
the sense of that place is clearly mistaken." Where ia 
there >an Episcopal Church in these United States answeiv 
ing to the description just given I a single 6h\xr^ having its 
bishop, eldership, and deacons 1 We mav select any par-* 
ticular one, whether called St. ^Jghn^a, Grace ^Ckurch^ or 
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mrinity ; and when we ask for its bishop, we shall only 
Unci u rector^ whose scriptural title, qualifications, and pre- 
rogatives, have been usurped by a diocesan, the limits of 
Mrh.ose authority are hounded only by state lines — when 
ive ask for its eldership, who occupied a middle position 
between the pastpral bishop and the deacons, we find 
them non est inventus — when we ask for its deacons ap- 
pointed to attend to its temporal affairs, we are referred 
to inventions foreign to the Bible, to church-wardens and 
vestrymen, but as to the deaconsrof the Jerusalem Church 
and the primitive ages, we find them expunged and suc- 
ceeded by an order essential to the economy of no partic- 
ular church, and confined to none. Episcopalians should 
eease to quote this Father. His tone of addi*ess may be 
dogniatic enough for Gregory or Aquinas, but his eccle- 
siastical order does ill-service for his friends. When we 
read his address to the Church of Magnesia, '' Seeing, 
then, I have been judged worthy to uee you, hy Demos, 
your most excellent bishop, and by your worthy presby- 
ters, Bassus and ApoUonius, and by my fellow servant^ Sotto, 
the deacon, — -I determined to write unto you ;" we can- 
not fail to see a good parochial pastor or Presbyterian 
bishop, exchanging Christian salutations with his brethren 
of the same faith and order. The resemblance is per- 
fectly unique, and might be of service in other quarters. 

Another consideration will show the non-episcopal 
character of the early church. As the early bishops were 
parochial, there could have been no diocesan bishops. As 
each church had its own deacons, elders, pastor or bishop, 
there could have been no such functionaries wiihout making 
f€wr orders^ Nor is this all. As there^were none others 
than- parish bishops, in them must have been lodged the 
right of ordination. When one of these primitive bish- 
ops died, his successor, must, of course, have been ordain- 
ed by the pastors of single churches. There was no dio- 
cesan bishop to ^Q round for this purpose. Be it remem- 
bered, that ecclesiastical histonans are unanimously 
agreed on this, that whatever orders of church officers there 
were, say in the second century, they were all the (fficers of 
one church. There was no higher order than the bishop 
of a single congregation. Who ordainej^ then, tbb 

5» 
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SUCCESSORS OF THE3E PEiHiTiTE BISHOPS 1 There was no 
prelate to ordain a prelate, and those who performed the 
ordination rite could confer only what they had them- 
selves received. H.ence» when there were no diocesan 
bishops, there could be no bishops but parochial. It would 
have been a farce for these parish bishops to have ordained 
a diocesan. He, in turn, could have conferred only what 
he had received. This fact, while it nullifies the prelatic 
scheme, reveals its origin, ^he first diocesan hishops were 
simply elected to their ^^e, as a Congregational Associa- 
tion, or a Presbytei-y would elect a Moderator. This is a 
weUneiSti^ished fact in church history. Says Jerome, one 
of the most illustrious of the Fathers, •* The -presbyters al- 
ways chose one of their number, placed him in^ superior 
station, and gave him the title uf BisJiop : in the same 
manner as if an army should make an emperor, or the 
deacons should choose from among/themselves one whom 
they knew to be particularly active, and should call him 
Arch-deacon.** This leather also states it as a historical 
fact, that this election of a superior order of ministers, 
was introduced by degrees, by *' little and UtUe.** Episco- 
palians oileu call upon us to account for the general prev- 
alence of their system within a few ages of the Apostles. 
We might retort by calling upon them to account for the 
origin of Archbishops, Metropolitans, and Patriarchs, for 
which they confess thei'e is no scripture warrant. Monks, 

gresbyters, and bishops — ^the champions of orthodoxy and 
eterodoxy — Catholics and Episcopalians — Latherans and 
Presbyterians — Ancients and Modems — ^uitein the state- 
ment, that Prelacy has no scripture origin, and no war- 
rant bat human contrivance. The learned Mosheim, re* 
fers its origin to the necessity of having Moderators in 
the provincial councils. These Moderators, in time, be- 
came diocesan bishops. Such is the opinion of all impar- 
tial historians. The honest enquirer after the scriptural 
foundation of Episcopacy, will be compelled to say with 
bishop Croft,^ " I h^e my readers will see what weak 

•To avoid encumbering the pages «rith iinnecenaiy matter, references 
to the |>articalar chapter and page ef an aathority, are not generally 
given. The reader may rest assured, that no qaotalaon is made in an 
unfair and garbled maimer, but so as fully to express the opinion of the 
writer. • 
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proofs are brought for this distinction and superiority of 
order. No scripture, no primitive general cmincil, no general 
consent rf primitive doctors, no, not one primitive Father of 
note, speaking particularly, and home to our purpose." 



SECTION VI. 

This purest Churches in all ages hate generallt been 
OPPOSED TO Episcopacy. 

From the confident tone in which High-Churchmen 
speak of their system, we should suppose that Episcopacy 
was universal in the Christian Church, till it was inter- 
rupted by Calvin and his over-zealous reformers. The 
truth is, the Episcopal Church stands alone in the Pro- 
testant world in its regard to Prelacy. We have already 
established the non-prelatic character of the early 
church. When, however, the system became established, 
and was succeeded by the corruptions of the dark ages, 
it is demonstrable, that the pure church in the unlderness, 
the remnant who never bowed the knee to Baal, still held 
to tie parity of the ministry. 

The Waldenses, are an illustration. By all Protest- 
ant writers, they are regarded as the purest part of the 
church for several centuries preceding the Reformation. 
According to Reineritis, the oldest authority on their tenets, 
" They hated the very name of bishop.** ** They held," says 
^neas Sylvius, that "among priests or ministers of the 
gospel, there is no difference." The Episcopalian Faher, 
who regarded them as God's faithful witnesses during the 
dark ages, quotes Pilichdinf, as saying, ** They rejected the 
consecration of bishops." In the Waldensian Confession 
of Faith, drawn up A. D., 12^, speaking of the rite of 
confirmation, they say, ** It has no ground at all in scrip- 
ture : that it was introduced by the DeviVr insHgation, to 
seduce the people; that by such means they might be in- 
duced the more to believe the ceremonies, and the neees- 
sky of the bishop.** Cardinal Bellarmine and bishop Rey- 
nolds have acknowledged that they rejected Prelacy, and 
all admit that they are now Presbyterians. 
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The Coldees, form another instance. Tb^se were the 
early religious order of Great Britain, who, from the sec- 
ond to the fifth century, spread the gospel through the 
greater part of that island. All writers are agreed as to 
the purity and simplicity both of their doctrines and their 
lives. That these Culdees were Presbyterians, is now, 
we believe, pretty generally acknowledged. Their bish- 
ops were only parochial bishops, and received their ordi- 
nation from presbyters. The veTierable Bede, writing about 
A. D., 731, gives us an account of one of these drdina- 
tions. Fordun, Major, Boethius, Scottish historians who 
wrote previous to the Reformation, and ,were Prelatists, 
assert that, " The Scots, followirtg the custom of the primi- 
tive church, had teachei» of the faith, and dispensers of 
the sacraments, who were only presbyters or monks." 
** The Scots were instructed in the faith, by priests and 
monks, without bishops.'* "PaUadiw was the first who ex- 
ercised any hierarchical power among the Scots, being 
ordained their bishop by the Pope, whereas, before, their 
priests were, by the suffrages of the people, chosen out of 
the monks and Culdees.'' It is, worthy of note, that Gil- 
das, an ancient British author, A. D., 564, always speaks 
of bishops or presbyters, implying their identity, and dis- 
carding the copulative conjunction and, which he would 
not have done, had he regarded them as fundamentally 
distinct orders. 

The Moravians, are anti-prelatical in their constitution. 
They derive their origin from the Greek church in the 
ninth century, and have been for ages celebrated for their 
adventurous and successful missionary enterprises. They 
have bishops in their chutches, but they are laerelj presid- 
ing presbyters, and they emphatically Tenounce for them 
all claim of divine right* 

The Bohbbhan Brethren, were antagonist to Prelacy. 
The Episcopalian Dr, Heylen, grants, "that they had fallen 
upon a way of ordaining ministers amongst themselves, 
without recourse unto the bishop, or any such superiorjoffi- 
cer as a superintendent." Says JEneas Sylvius, afterwards 
Pope, "one of the dogmas of this pestiferous sect, is, that 
there is no difference of otiev among those who bear the 
priestly office. In their book of discipline they prove, 
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that there is but one order of ministers of Divine right," 

The Lollards, were of the same opinion. In English 
history, they are known as the followers of John Wicklifii 
" the morning star of Refonnation," who flourished in the 
fourteenth century. This people were at one time so nu- 
merous, that we are told " if you met two persons in the 
highway, one of them, you might be sure, was a Lollard." 
Wicklif's unbelief in Prelacy is well known. " By the or- 
dinance of Christ, presbyters and bishops were all cne ; but 
afterwards, the emperor Constantino, made bishops, lords^ 
and presbyters their servants." " There was but two spe- 
cies of orders, namely, that of deacons and of presbyters. 
The church militant ought i^ot to be troubled with three; nor 
was there any ground for it." It is confessed that if Wi6k- 
lif and his followers had succeeded in reforming the Eng- 
lish church, its Episcopacy would now have been numbered 
among the abuses of the past. 

The Lutherans, at the period of the Reformation, em- 
braced the doctnne of ministerial parity, and established 
all their churches on its basis. The following, among many 
other quotations from the writings of Luther, will express 
his sentiments: " These wei'e called presbyters, that is, 
elders, whom both Peter and Paul style bishops, that we 
may know that bishops and presbyters were the same." 
The coiifeiteions of the Lutheran churches are expressive 
against the dogma of Prelacy, that a bishop belopgs to a 
higher grade and a presbyter to a lower. In some coun- 
tries they have bishops by name, but they are merely pre- 
siding presbyters. ^ . 

The Reformed Churches, whic^ were established in 
France, Holland, Switzerland^ Geneva, and in some parts 
of Gerniany, abandoned the Episcopal system as unscrip- 
tural, and set up the Presbyterian as more id accordance 
with the Apostolic model, i At the Synod of Dort, the 
English bishops and divines deputed there by King James 
I., gave their votes to the unanimous declaration^ *^As re' 
gards ministers of the divine word, they have every where the 
same power and authority." 

Alike non-episcopal are the several denominations 
whidh divide between them the interests of the Protestant 
world* Tbe only exception which can be t^ken, is in the 
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case of the Methodist Church. She styles herself Epis- 
copal, yet this only consists in the oversight of presidijig 
preshytersy who though called bishops, disclaim all idea 
of Divine right. The same order, are in England called 
superintendejUs. 

Thos^ whom God raisedup to achieve the mighty work 
of the Church's reformation from the Papacy, agreed with 
unwonted unanimity as to the unscriptural nature of the 
system we are now opposing. Even the fathers of the 
English church were not an exception. They were Pres- 
byterians in principle, but compelled from circumstances 
to be Prelatists. From the iirst, that Church was Erastian- 
ized, in vassalage, in chains, to the reigning sovereign — 
to Henry "VIIL, the Blue Beard murderer of his wives — ^to 
the imperious and semi-papistical Elizabeth — ^to the slob- 
bering and drunken James I. — to the despotic and liberty- 
hating Charles, his son — to the unprincipled and licentious 
Charles II., and his still more Popish and murderous 
brother James. They " as sole and supreme leaders of the 
Church of Elnglandf next and immediate, under Christi" bent 
their all but absolute authority to the extermination of 
piety. It was not through the impartial investigations of 
learned divines into the scriptures and the lore of the 
purest antiquity — not by the assembled clergy in serious 
convocation, that she was fashioned according to the Apos- 
tolic model — her structure was the product of scheming 
politicians, and then made imperative by the throne. The 
offspring of Henry's unbridled lust, fostered by a servile 
parliament vacillating between Papal conservatism and 
Protestant innovation — the resultof a compromise between 
crippled Reformers and insurrectionary Catholics — a thing 
that could neither go back to Rome nor forward to Grene- 
va, — she clearly indicates the luckless circumstances of her 
origin. " The scheme," says Macatday^ "was merely to 
rob the Babylonian enchantress of her ornaments, to trans- 
fer the full cup of her sorceries to other hands, spilling as 
littlp as possible by the way. The Catholic doctrines and 
rites were to be retained in the Church of England*^ No 
church in the Protestant' world is made up of more dis- 
cordant materials, and in none do we discover more of 
the scarlet fringes and meretricious peculiarities of the 
Lady of the Seven Hills. 
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The supremacy of the English monarch in ecclesiastical 
afiairs, neutralized the energies of the Reformers. They 
could scarcely act a secondary part in the drama of re- 
form. Their zeal could only move as the restrained in- 
strument of political artifice or arbitrary power. But for 
thisy we have no reason to suppose that the English 
Church would have- been differently modeled from her 
reformed sisters of the continent. We give some facts 
for confirmation. Bishop Hooper in 1550, informed a 
Lutheran divine, that, " the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
tbe bishops of Rochester, Ely, St. David's, Lincoln, and 
6ath, were sincerely bent on advancing the purity of doc- 
trine, agreeing in dU things, with the Helvetic churches." 
Parkhurst, bishop of Norwich, writing in 1573, exclaims, 
•• O would to God, would to God, once at last, all the Eng- 
lish people would in good earnest propound to themselves 
to follow the (Presbyterian) church of Zurich as the most 
absolute pattern.^' The Puseyite British critic says in 
1842i speaking of the Reformers, "The greater part of 
tliem particularly objected to the surplice, including San- 
dys, Grindal, Pilkington, Jewel, Ham, Patkhurst, Ben- 

tham, AND Ahla THE LEADING MEN, WHO WERE FOR SIMFLI- 
FirifirO OUR CHURCH- CEREMONIAL IN THAT AND OTHER RE- 
SPECTS, ACCORDING TO THE GENEVAN MODEL, Archbishop 

^arker almoat standing alone with the Queen in her de- 
termination to uphold the former." Courayer, a Roman- 
ist, speaking respecting Cranmer and Barlow and others 
in the reign of Edward, says, '* In a word, pure Presby- 
TERiANisM WITHOUT DISGUISE, discoVers itself in all the 
answers ; and it is but too apparent that the chief aim of 
the divines and prelates was to extingidah Episcopacy,^* 
Sampson, who was dean of Christ's church, and Hum- 
phreys, who was President of Magdalen's College and 
divinity professor, say in a letter to Bullinger, one of the 
associates' of Calvin, "We have the same captain and 
leader, Chri&t : why are the banners of the enemy set up in 
our churches! which, if we were men of God, if we were 
endowed with any zeal, we should long since have abom- 
inated and destroyed/' MacatUay, in his late history, 
thus gives a summary of this evidence, "Bishop Hooper, 
who died manfully at Gloucester for his religion, long re- 
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fused to wear the Episcopdl vestments. Bishop Ridley, a 
martyr of still greater renown, pulled dowli the ancient 
altars of his diocese, and ordered the Eucharist to be ad- 
ministered in the middle of churches, at tables which the 
Papists in*everently termed oyster-boards. Bishop Jewel 
pronounced the clerical garb to be a stage dress, a fool's 
coat, a relic of the Amdrites, and promised that he would 
spare no labor to extirpate ,such degrading absurdities. 
Archbishop Grindal long hesitated about accepting a 
mitre, from dislike of what he regarded as the mummery 
of consecration. Bishop Parkhurst uttered a fervent 
prayer that the Chi^rch of England would propose to her- 
self the Church of Zurich as the absolute pattern of a 
Christian community. Bishop Ponet was of opinion that 
the word bishop should be abandoned to the Papists, and 
that the chief officers of the pui^ified church should be 
called superintendents. When it is considered that none 
of these prelates belonged to the extreme section of the 
Protestant party, it cannot be doubted that if the general 
sense of that party had been followed, the work of reform 
would have been earned on as unsparingly in England as 
in Scotland. But as the G-overnment needed the support 
of the Protestants, so the Protestants needed thte protec- 
tion of the Government. Much was, therefore, given up 
on both sides ; a union was effected, and the fruit of that 
union was the Church of England." 

Our High-Churchmen have often g^tefully acknowl- 
edged their indebtedness to Elizabeth for the preservation 
of their system. ** Queen Elizabeth," says the British 
critic, " with her prejudices in favor of the old religion, 
( i, e. Popery,) was doubtless an instrument in the band of 
God for stopping the progress of the Reformation.*' Waiv- 
ing the question whether God needed an instrument, or 
selected one for so diabolical a work, we invite attention 
to some instances as illustrations of her manner of pro- 
cedure. Many of the Reformers, aware of the extreme 
inability of the clergy to preach instructively, instituted 
what were termed " prophesy ings," ia >^hich a passage 
previously selected was expounded by one of the minis- 
ters. This scriptural arrangement was' offensive to the 
Queen. She directed Archbishop Grindal to put them 
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dowDy alleging that **it was good for iht church to have bui 
few 'preachers^ and that three orftmr might suffice for a county \ 
atid the reading of (he homilies to the. people was enovgh^ 
Grindal refused to comply, and in con.sequence was set 
aside from the exercise of his functions for five years. 
Thirtynseven out of ninety-eight of the London minis- 
tersy refusing to wear the Popish vestments, were, by her 
orders, suspended from the ministry. Under the primacy 
of Whitgift, she prohibited all preaching, reading, or cate- 
chising in private houses, whereto any not of the same 
family should resort. In 1533, she erected the High 
Commission Court, a lesser organization of the Spanish 
Inquisition, in which any three commissioners, one of 
lii^hom must be a bishop, could punish all persons absent 
from church, deprive all beneficed persons suspected of 
Puritanism, and coerce the people into conformity with 
the established sect. 

This odious apparatus of state tyranny and prelatic 
power, compelled its victims to T)ecome their own accu- 
sers, or else si^fier punishment by fire or imprisonment, 
for refusing to criminate themselves. Christian assem- 
blies meeting by stealth, were watched by spies, broken 
up, and the members committed to prison. Those who 
ivould not submit, were required to abjure the realm, and 
returning without the Queen's license, were to suffer death 
as felons. Bishop Cox, on making resistance to the spoli- 
ation of a part of his estate by a certain nobleman, re- 
ceived the following philippic from the Queen : " Proud 
prelate, you know what you were before I made you what 
you are. If you do not immediately comply with my 
request, by God, I will unfrock you. — Elizahetliy Hal- 
lam affirms, that upon the death of this prelate, she kept 
his see vacant eighteen years. Fletcher, bishop of Lon- 
don, she peremptorily suspended for the offence of marry- 
ing "a fine lady and a widow." When Dr. Aylmer 
preached before her pretty pungently against vanity in 
female dress, the Queen, who was celebrated for the num- 
ber and splendor of her dresses, was much offended, and 
said to her ladies, '' If the bishop held more discourse on 
such matters she would fit him tor heaven, but he should 
walk thilher without a staff, and leave his mantle behind 

6 
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him." It is well known that id the succeeding reign of 
James, a petition signed by 825 ministers from twenty- 
five counties, was laid before him, praying for the removal 
of certain abuses from the church. After giving them 
a sham hearing, and suffering the most disgraceful treat- 
ment, ten of their number were imprisoned for presenting 
it, the king declaring legally, " that the stihjects if the realm 
might not frame petitions for relief without being guilty of an 
offence finable at discretion, and very near to treason arid fel- 
ony,^* 

In the record of such facts, the impartial inquirer is at 
no loss in accounting for the anomalous position of the 
Episcopal Church. Chained like a captive to the car oi 
State supremacy, she was forbidden to walk in the un- 
trammeled way of the Apostles and Reformers. Coerced 
by threats, cajoled by flattery, or seduced by bribes — her 
purity long tainted by unholy alliances — ^her Vision be- 
wildered in the void between Tradition and Revelation — 
her garments the manufacture and gift of the mystic Bab- 
ylon — intoxicated by forced draughts from the golden cup 
of Roman sorcery — she should be the last to boast of be- 
ing the stainless bride of Christ. When she vaunts her- 
self on the possession of the only ministry of salvation, 
and leers contempt on those unwilling for the best of rea- 
sons to bear her name ; the intelligent will be reminded 
of the courtesan, who seeks to compensate for the loss of 
character, by unblushing pretensions fb innocence and 
virtue. 



SECTION VII. 

Tub Episcopal Church but Partially Reformed from 
Popery. 

There is no church formulary composed of more hete- 
rogeneous materials than the Book of Common Prayer. 
When compiled and put into the hands of the Continen- 
tal Reformers, they with unanimity condemned it, and ex- 
pressed their surprise that English Churchmen ^should be 
so fond of " Popish dregs^ Even King James, previous 
to his succeeding Elizabeth on the throne, pronounced it 
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•• an:evil'Said mass'* " It was the wisdom of our Reform- 
ers," says Dr, Caldwell in his History of Conferences, 
** to draw up such a liturgy, as neither Romanist nor Pro- 
testant could well except against it.*'* A singular production, 
truly, which can unite in its commendation the followers 
of the Beast and the disciples of the Redeemer ! Surely 
the frequency of its use, and the imbibing of its spirit, 
must develop the powerful energies of a revived religion ! 
Investigation, however, will reveal much that every gen- 
uine Protestant must except against. 

We instance the retention of Liturgies or written 
Forms op Prayer. The most of these were simply ren- 
dered into English from the old Papal Breviaries. Scrip- 
ture warrant for them is out of the question. They were 
unknown in the Primitive Church. If written forms of 
prayer were used in the first, second, or third centuries, 
some of them would doubtless have reached our times. 
In the early persecutions. of the church, there is not an 
instance of any form of prayer, or liturgy, being discov- 
ered. We have corroborative evidence that they were 
unknown. Justin Martyr, A. D., 139, giving an account 
of Christian worship, among other things, says, " Then 
we all stand up together, and offer up our prayers, * * 
and the president, in like manner, offers prayers and 
thanksgivings, according to his ability,*^ Tcrtullian says, 
** We Christians pray with eyes uplifted, with hands out- 
spread, with head uncovered, and without a monitor ^ because 
^rem the heart J* Liturgies were the product of an igno- 
rant and superstitious age, and had the Episcopal Church, 
instead of furnishing ** an extract of the Mass translated," 
left to her ministry and people the untrarameled freedom 
of devotion, she would have acted more worthy her call- 
ing and the developments of Providence. 

Jn the Baptismal Service, we see little, perhaps, that 
is objectionable to Popery, but much that is offensive to 
Protestantism. The doctrine of baptismal regeneration 
is thus evidently taught. The minister after baptising an 
infant and making the sign of the cross, is commanded to 
say, " Seeing, now, dearly beloved, that this child is regen- 
erate, and grafted into the body of Christ* s church, let us give 
thanks unto Almighty God for these benefits." " Wc 
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yield thee bearty thanks, Most Merciful Father, that it 
hath pleased thee to regenerate this infant with thy Holif 
Spirit, to receive him for thine own child by adoption/* 
&c. In the baptism of adults, the doctrine is even more 
clearly taught. The introductory exhortation takes it for 
granted that they know nothing experimentally of the 
new birth. The congregation are called upon to pray 
that God would ** grant these persons that which, by nature, 
they cannot have." Prayer is then offered, that they 
coming to God's holy baptism, "way receive remission of 
^ikeir sins and spiritual regeneration** Before the applica- 
tion of the water, the candidates are again addressed, 
" Well, beloved, who are come hither that our Lord Je- 
sus Christ would vouchsafe to receive you, and bless you, 
to release you of your sins** They are not yet regenerated, 
not yet released from their sins. But Lo ! the water is ap- 
plied, and mirabile dictu ! their souls are instantaneously 
renewed. Then shall the minister say, **Seeing now, dear- 
h/ beloved, thmt these persons are regenerate, and grafted ifUo 
i/ie body of Christ,** Sfc, The ser\'ice knows nothing of 
regeneration separated from baptism. The minister is di- 
rected to say to the " godfathers and godmothers," after 
baptising a child, " Ye are to take care that this child 
be brought to the bishop to be confirmed by him, so soon 
as he can say, the Creed, the Lord's Prayer, and the Ten 
Commandments, and is sufficiently instructed in the other 
parts of the Church Catechism set forth for that purpose." 
And what are the teachings of this Catechism ] Does it 
set forth the necessity of experimental piety as the- requi- 
site to church-membership] Let us see. " Questifm. 
What is your name? Answer. N. or M. Quest. Who 
gave you this name ] Ans. My Sponsors in baptism ; 
wherein I was made a me?nber of Christ, the child of God, 
and an inheritor of the kingdom of heaven,** Not only the 
regenerating influences ascribed to this ordinance, but the 
significant manipulations attending it, the stretching forth 
of the hands, the praying that God would ** sanctify the 
water to the mystical washing away of sin,** is Papal and 
heathenish. It teaches that the water becomes endowed 
by the Spirit with mystical and regenerating pioperties ; 
views entirely unwarranted by scripture. 
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In the Ordinance op Confirmation, this doctrine again 
appears. The ruinous teaching that the child, or the 
adult, has been regenerated by baptism, is to be deepen- 
-ed by another delusive rite. With the candidates stand- 
ing before the altar, the bishop is directed to pray " Al- 
mighty and ever-living God, who hast vouchsafad to regen-^ 
erate these thy servants by water and the Holy Ghost ^ and hast 
^ioen unto them forgiveness of all their sins, strengthen them, 
we beseech thee," &c. To Evangelical Christians who 
hold the Bible doctrine of the new birth, the utterance of 
each language must appear awfully inappropriate and 
profane. In the great majority of cases, the only confir- 
mation given in this order, is confirmation in an ill-found- 
ed persuasion of the favor of God, For what purpose 
is this Popish rite retained in a Protestant Church] Does 
the bishop confer the gift of tongues or of miracles 1 
Does he convey the Holy Ghost? Based on a false as- 
sumption, a pi'etence for what no sane man would claim, 
we wonder not that bishop Burnet confessed there was 
•* no express institution of it, neither by Christ nor his Apos* 
lies ; no ruie given to practice it J* The Waldenses regard- 
ed it as an ordinance " whereby God is blasphemed, and 
Yvhich was introduced by the deviVs instigation^* Wicklif 
regarded it in the same light. Melancthon called it **a» 
idle ceremony'* Calvin exclaimed in view of it, " O, the 
iniquity of this proceeding !" He also called the confirm- 
ing bishops ^ape^ of the Apostlea." Its observance has 
lulled millions into spiritual death from which no waking 
ever came. 

Tub Communion Office retains the tenets of Popery. 
It teaches what many of the Reformers actually held, 
that the elements underwent a spiritual change, in which 
cbey were transferred into the spiritual body and blood of 
Christ. The officiating minister is required to invoke 
God's Word and Holy Spirit tp bkss and sanctify the 
bread and wine. And why 1 " That we receiving them," 
may be . partakers of Christ's '* most blessed body and 
biood." The forms of consecration all bespeak their pa- 
rentage. ** Here the priest shall take the paten in his 
hand." "And hero to break the bread." "And here to 
lay his bands open. all the bread." " Here bo is to take 
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the cup into his bands/' ** And here he is to lay his 
hands upon every vessel in which there is anp tcine to he 
ccnucratcd r* The inference drawn from all these signs, 
prayers, and manipulations is, that there is a spiritual de- 
scent upon the elements through the fingers of the* priest. 
Here, too, we have the doctrine of the sacrijiee of the eu- 
chariit, "We, thy humble servants, do celebrate and 
make here before thy Divine Majesty, with these thy holy 
gifts which toe now offer unto thedJ* The service calls the 
elements, **holi/ gifti,'* ^holy mysteriezy At present, in 
our Episcopal Churches, the communion table is regarded 
as an altar on which a sacrifice is offered, and to which 
the priest turns in reading prayers. The rubric requires, 
also, that the communicants receive the sacrament hncel- 
ing, implying the worship of Christ in the elenients, as do 
the Romanists. The priest also taJces the piece of bread, 
and places it in the hand of the communicant, signifying 
that it is only through priestly intervention that sacramen- 
tal grace is received. Finally the service closes with this 
rubric. "And if any of the consecrated bread and wine re- 
main after the communion, it shall not be carried out of 
the church ; but the minister and other communicants 
shall, immediately after the blessing, reverently eat and 
drink the same," Why so singular a requisition 1 Evi- 
dently because there has been a supposed mysterious 
change wrought in these elements, in consequence of 
which, it would be profanation to apply them to common 
uses. 

The Burial Service, is alike objectionable. The 
opening rubric has the broad features of Popery uncon- 
cealed. " Here it is to be noted, that the office ensuing 
is not to be used for any unbaptiscd adults^ any who die 
excommunicate, or have laid violent hand upon them- 
selves." The connection between baptism and the evi- 
dence of Christian charjicter, the right of only such to 
Christian burial, and in consecrated ground, are all here 
apparent. Why are only the baptised fit for burial 1 
Clearly, because only the baptised are Christians. Thus 
baptised infidels and drunkards ma^ have Christian buri- 
al, and God be thanked, that in their case, the attendants 
" are not to be sorry as men without hope," while thou- 
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sands of the unbaptised pious must be excluded, as Rome 
excluded the daughter of Dr. Youug, leaving him with 
pious sacrilege to steal a grave. We well know, that in 
our land, at least, Episcopalian ministers disregard this 
rabric*; to this the liberal spirit of the age compels them. 
Many of their vestrymen have never been baptised, and 
it would be a singular development ta refuse the burial 
office to such functionaries. But this service is in keep- 
ing with the doctrine of sacramental holiness. Every 
baptised person is regenerated, " made an heir of God." 
Over such only the office must be used — they of courae 
are candidates for heaven. According to the English yer- 
«ion, the minister thus speaks at the grave, " Forasmuch 
as it hath pleased Almighty God of his great mercy to take 
unto himself live soul of our dear brother here departed, we 
commit his body to the ground, * • in sure and cer- 
tain hope of the resurrection to eternal life." Through 
the influence of Bishop White, the words " take out of the 
toorldr were substituted for " take unto hvnself^^ in the 
American version. This, however, does not change the 
teaching of the service. The minister must give God 
*• Ixearty thanks for the good examjtle of all those his ser- 
vants, who, having finished their course with faith, do now 
rest from their labors** "Almighty God, we give thee 
hearty thanks for that it hath pleased thee to deliver this 
ot#r brother out of the miseries (f this sivful world** The 
service takes for granted the salvation of those^for whom 
it is performed. Calamy reports, that Archbishop San- 
croft, owned to Dr. Tillotson, that he was so little satis- 
fied with this burial service, that for that very reason he 
had never taken a cure of souls. 

The Saints' Days of the Prayer Book, are what the 
Episcopal Isaac Taylor calls " the idolatries of an apostate 
church." There is ** Septuagesima Sunday,** " Fi/th Sun- 
day after Epiphany** " Fifth Sunday in Lent^** St. Stephen*s 
day,** '^Annunciation of the blessed Virgin Mary,*' " St, Mi- 
chael and all Angels" And lest any of the saints should 
be overlooked, **AU Saints* day^ including, of courae. 
Saint Wicklif, Saint Baxter, Saint Flaver, Saint Dod- 
dridge, &c. These Saints' days were never derived from 
the Bible, and their tendency is to draw the mind to th^t 
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feudal bondago, which the relics of saints, and attendant 
superstitions, so lonor imj30sed. Departing from the " sim- 
plicity that is in Christ," Episcopacy hangs round the 
Christian year those old memorials which Rome borrow- 
ed from Paganism and baptised with other names — ab- 
horrent to the Gospel. 

In the Calendar of the Prayer Book, we have a full 
recognition of the Apocrypha as on an equality with the 
inspired writings. The rubric reads, " Tables of lessons 
of holy scripture to be read at morning and evening pray- 
er throughout the year." Under this designation, more 
than eigktecn lessntis are selcrtcdfrom the Apocryplia I Wis- 
dom and Ecclesiasticus, are labelled holif scripture, side by 
side with Isaiah and Ezekiel. The Church endorses 
these spurious writings in another way. The xxxvth arti- 
cle recommends the first and second book of homilies to 
be read in churches as containing " a godly and tvfiolesome 
doctrine" Now these homilies sanction the Apocrypha 
by wholesale. Quotations are made from the Book of 
Wisdom, as being, ** the infallihle and undeceived word 
of God." " As the word of God teslifiethr Wisdona xiv. 
"The same doth the Holy Ghost ted':h,*' Tobit iv. **As 
the scripture teachethy Ecclesiasticus iii. The Episcopal 
Fathers, have not only left to after ages an incongruous 
mixture of Popery and Protestantism ; not only requiring 
their children to drink from the fountaiii where Tradition 
and Revelation unite their streams, but where pseudo in- 
spiration mingles with the Divine oracles ! 

We turn to the Ordination Office. The power of the 
bishop to confer mysterious, sacramental, and priestly au- 
thority, is thus set forth : " The receivers humbly kneel- 
ing," the bishop says» "Receive the Holy Ghost jfer the 
office and xcorh of a priest in the church of God, new commit' 
ted unto thee by the impositiov of our hands; wJiose sins 
thou dost forgive, they are forgiven ; and whose sins thou dost 
retain, they are retained," Sfc. If this language does not 
claim for the bishop the power officially and authorita- 
tively to confer the Holy Ghost, it is unmeaning. The 
thought of such a pretension, that a fallible and sinful 
mortal robed in a surplice, can convey through the palms 
of his hands and his fingers^ the Third Person of tlie Triu- 
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ity to another, as a Ley den jar imparts the electric flaid, 
is revolting and blasphemous. Yet this, and nothing leas 
tliaii this, ii claimed. The New York Churchman stakes 
its belief in '* a ministry of the Apostolic auccession, em- 
powered to act as Christ's ambassadors and representatives 
an earth; ,the divinely appointed limitation of the blessings of 
salvation and the gifts of the Holy Spirit to communion with 
this ministry in the sacraments and word and ordinances of 
tlie Church." We are told in a sermon preached in 1843, 
before the Convention of the Diocese of North Carolina, 
that *• it is the explicit sense of our church that the power of re* 
mission and retention of sins is as permanent as the mmistry, 
and is an essential prerogative of the sacerdotal office ; * 
^ * to remit sins, is to be understood in its literal accepta- 
tion: such was the understanding of our church when the 
Liturgy was prepared." Indeed there need be no mis- 
take as to what the book teaches. The rubric reads, 
** The Declaration of Absolution, or remission of sins, to be 
made by the priest alone standing; the people still kneeling,^* 
This must mean something more than a general proclama- 
tion of pardon through penitence, for the priest ahne is 
empowered to make it. He must make it in his tokite sur» 
plice, significant of his offering a pure sacrifice for the peo- 
ple ; at the desk, instead of the pulpit, as in the former 
alone he appears as a " white robed priest." From the 
mouth of a deacon, the absolution would be inadmissable, 
but from the priest it is oracular. In these assumptions 
of mysterious powers never delegated by God to mor** 
tals, we may find concealed those powers of sacerdotal 
despotism which through past ages enslaved the people 
of God. If grade is infused into the sacraments, there 
must be a priesthood to consecrate them, and diocesans to 
consecrate the priesthood. Hence the dogma of the ne- 
cessity of a valid priesthood to give life-imparting sacra- 
ments, and the connection between salvation and these 
life-giving sacraments, follows as indispensably as. a corol- 
lary of mathematics. For the privilege of eternal life the 
people are cast at tho feet of the priesthood, upon whose 
intervention between them and God, and ability to use 
the dispensing power of the keys, they are absolutely de- 
pendent. Properly understood by the free and enlight" 
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enod citizeas of this republic, such a dogma would be met 
with indignant repulsion, and its advocates regarded as the 
minions of Hildebrand, startled from the sleep of seven 
centuries, to bring them back to a despotism at the recol* 
lection of which the world may alternately laugh and weep. 

The Popish Vestments are worthy of notice. As indi- 
cative of his priestly character, the minister must appear 
in a white garment when reading in the d^sk, and to sig- 
nify his character as a teacher, in a black one when preach- 
ing in the pulpit. This discrepancy between the desk 
and the pulpit, is explicable only on the principles of 
High-Church ceremonialism. To jiray and preach in the 
same desk or pulpit, with or without a surplice, might be 
equally edifying, but not equally Romanizing. Accord- 
ingly the priest is more radiant, and comes nearer to the 
people than the preacher; and as in modern Episcopal 
churches, the desk is placed on one side of the church, 
and the pulpit on the other, it uniformly happens that the 
former receives two-thirds more of the attention of the 
people than the latter. The use of these vestments was 
urgently resisted by the most leanied, pious, and devoted 
of the English Reformers. The clergy of London were 
only induced by threats, persuasion, and dread of poverty, 
to wear them, while thirty-seven of their number preferred 
suspension to compliance. These ejected ministers were 
confessed by their opponents to be the best and ablest 
preachers of the day. Bishop Jewel, as we have seen, 
pronounced these habits "a stage dress and JooVs coaty 
Bishop Ridley in view of the stake, called them ^^ foolish 
and abominahley Bishop Hooper wrote to the celebrated 
Peter Martyr beseeching his influence for their suppres- 
sion. Bishop Burnet in his letters, shows that Bi^ops 
Home, Cranmer^ Grindal, disapproved of them. The 
conforming Papists and semi-Papists, were their staunchest 
advocates; and finally, by the determination of an imperi- 
ous queen, who said prayers to the Virgin, and by the ma- 
jority o£ one vote in the Convocation, and that the vote of 
an absent member who was not present to hear the ques- 
tion discussed, these aace'rdotal habits were retained. 

With Popish errors and corruptions such as these, did 
the Reformation leave the Episcopal church. Men of far- 
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reaching faith, beheld in her equivocal character* iDauspi- 
clous indications of the future, and exerted themselves for a ' 
remedy. Calvin,* writing to Archbishop Cranmer, A. D., 
1551, says, " I mention things as being in confusion, because 
outward superstititions are so connected as to leave innumer* 
able branches that will constantly sprout out again. Indeed, 
I hear that such a mass of Popish corruption^ remain, as 
not only obscure, but almost bury the pure and genuine 
veorship of God." The illustrious Peter Martyr, writing 
A. D. 1556, to the English nobles and their ministers, says, 
*' Extirpate tUterly all superstitious and false notions. This 
I the rather admonish, because I have seen some who have 
only cropt the leaves, and flowers, and buds of old super* 
Btition ; but, having spared the roots, they afterward shot 
up again to the great injury of the Lord's vineyard. Let 
all the trees of evil, and the rottenness of the roots be extir- 
pated in the beginning ; for if this be neglected at the 

first, (I ICNOW WHAT 1 SAY,) AFTERWARD IT WILL BE MUCH 

MORE DIFFICULT TO PLUCK TUEMT UP.'* Far-seoiug prophet 
of the future, would that thy waruing had been heeded I 
The tree of Romanism sprung up from the seeds of human 
depravity when the faithful slumbered. Watered by evil 
spirits, it produced its fruits deceptive to the eye as the 
apples of Sodom. Uuder its baleful shade and dew, morality 
was corrupted, intellect crippled, freedom retarded, faith 
weakened, and piety poisoned. At length a sturdy Saxon 
arm dealt a deadly blow at its root, and it shook through all 
its limbs. Ages rolled on. The'set time came, and God 
commanded, "Hew down the tree, and cut off its branches, 
shake off its leaves, and scatter its fruits.*' Long did good 
men labor, atid would have extirpated its roots and fibres, 
hut the voice of human authority was suffered to counter- 
mand the orders of heaven. The tree fell, but its roots re* 
mained to sprout up again, noxious to the piety of succeed- 
ing generations. Even in this mitldle of the nineteenth cen- 
tury its lofly germinations excite the attention of Christen- 
dom. Apostolical succession — sacerdotal mediation and ab-^^ 
solution — baptismal regeneration — justification by works — r ^J 
the authority of the church and tradition — the real presence 

*8e0 Note at the end of the volame. 
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—branch off in different directions from their proper roots. 
Their buds are selfishness — their blossoms Phanseeism — 
their fruits intolerance. The developments of the system are 
becoming more numerous and marked than ever. At present 
the Romanist can scarcely distinguish his own church from 
her protesting daughter. He sees all the indices of her 
principles, her signs and watchwords, exhibited in the lat- 
ter ; crosses are not only manipulated upon the forehead of 
infancy — engraved on the shafts of baptismal fonts — multi- 
plied upon the pages of books and periodicals — but painted 
upon church windows, and placed upon the roofs, towers, 
and spires. The worshippers are taught to bow at the 
name of Jesus, while the clergy in reading prayer turn their 
backs upon the people. Young men are ordained while 
confessing their belief in the creed of Pop e pjns ly .j and 
condemning the KeJormalion. "The task of the true chil- 
dren of the Catholic church," says the British critic, " is to 
unprotesianiise the church." **lt is necessary," says Mr. 
Palmer, ** to reject entirely and to anathematize the princi- 
ple of Protestantism as being that of a heresy." The Bible 
is to be taken ** as interpreted by the consentient voice of 
the Catholic church from the beginning," and hence the 
reason and couEciences of mankind must be subjected to the 
church. ** Tradition is irifaUible,*' says Mr. Keble, " We de- 
mand" adds Mr. Palmer, " that the whole of the Catholic tra- 
dition shoved he ta-iighty The only valid priesthood calls 
upon us to hear the teachings of the Church, and of ^* the 
Fathers,*^ instead of the BibU, Good men have generally 
supposed that the Church must hear the Bible, and the 
Bible alone, rather than that the Bible must hear the Church. 
The Bible is the teacher, and t-he Church the mere publish^ 
of the truth, and wo be to her if she publishes anyUung bat 
what she is authoritatively taught in the standard of her 
faith. The Episcopal Doctors would lead us from Christ, 
to the Church for salvation. In the advertisement to the 
second volume of the Tracts for the Times, they say, '*It is 
now almost universally believed, that; God communicates 
grace only through faith, prayer, spiritual contemplation, 
communion with God ; whilst it is the Church and her sac- 
raments which are the ordained, direct, visible means for con- 
veying to the sovl that which is invisible and supematuraL" 
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^What next 1 can Popery go beyond this ] What raarvel ia 
it, that a church so much overrun with Roman error, having 
severed the last tie connecting her with Reformed Christen- 
dom, should be found in the final battle of the Great Day, 
ranged in the ranks of the Babylonish Apostacy, and perish 
in her final overthrow 1 



SECTION VIII. 

Thb Episcopal System necessarily Exclusive and In- 
tolerant. 

True Christianity will ever give prominence to the spirU 
of piety over theism, and to works above professions. 
It will regard that as Apostolic which is Apostolic in faith 
and practice. To all who hold the fundamentals of evan- 
g«lic truth, and endeavor to frame their lives according to 
Its requirements, it breathes the most enlarged catholicity. 
Individuals may have been, previous to their conversion, 
animated by the spirit of the most exclusive Phariseeism, 
yet when truly gathered into Christ, it has ever been dis- 
placed by that charity which is from heaven. Paul was 
once one of our High-Church exclusives. He gloried in 
being in the succession from Abraham, '< an Hebrew of the 
Hebrews, as touching the law, a Pharisee ;*' as touching 
the righteousness which is in the law, blameless^; and ex- 
ceedingly zealous for the traditions of his fathers, perse- 
cuted as the most pestilent of sectaries, the followers of 
Jesus. But in Paul the Christian, we see none of the 
traces of Paul the Pharisee. With a heart fraternizing 
with all excellence gathered from Christ, he exclaims, 
" Grace, mercy, and peace be multiplied to all who love 
our Lord Jesus Christ in sincerity." Peter, once regard- 
ed it as profanation to eat with one who was not a Jew, 
yet a more enlarged knowledge led him to the expansive 
admission, " Of a truth, I perceive that God is no respect- 
er of persons ; but in every nation, he that feareth him 
and worketh righteousness, is accepted with him." Even 
Judaism disclaimed such narrowness. When a young 
man told Moses that some persons prophesied in au irreg- 
ular manner in the camp, the prophet said, ** Would God 

7 
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that all tbe Lord's people were prophets, and that the 
Lord would put his spirit upon them." To the Gospel, 
such a spirit is as repulsive as is negative to positive elee^ 
tricity. When John complained, ** Master, we saw one 
casting out devils in thy name ; and we forbade him, be- 
cause he followed not with us ; Jesus said unto them, for- 
bid him not." Christian charity rejoices at the spread of 
righteousness by whatever agency, and in its success be- 
holds the endorsement of C^d to its legitimacy. Amid 
diversities of administration there is the same spirit. Paul 
was no Puseyite exclusive, when he affirnjed, " Notwith- 
standing, every way, whether in pretence or in truth, 
Christ is preached ; and I therein do rejoice, yea, and will 
rejoice." 

Bigotry and intolerance, by a no very unnatural predi- 
lection, have uniformly allied themselves to the religion 
of forms. The ancient Pharisees were of this order. 
While neglecting the weightier n^atters of the law, and 
its tpirit in particular, they were the reverential observers 
of every trifling ritual,' In the genuine spirit of their pro- 
fession, they compassed sea and land to make proselytes, 
and despising others, limited salvation to their own sect. 
Romanists do the same. All who cannot fellowship their 
man-made innovations upon primitive simplicity, no mat- 
ter how pure their faith or correct their lives, must ex- 
pect to be ex^cluded from heaven. Thus is it with the 
corrupt forms of Eastern Christianity. The Greek Church 
excommunicates the Roman, and the Roman in turn ex- 
communicates the Greek ; while the Armenian, and other 
bodies, excommunicate both, and each other in turn. 
There is ever this peculiarity in such systems, that while 
tolerant to almost every degree of impurity of character, 
if connected with the observancd of the mere circurostaq- 
tials of religion, they will be utterly intolerant to the 
most saintly piety, if disjoined from their u^scriptural rit- 
ualism. The purity of life, the steadfast faith, the meek- 
ness under injuries, characteristic of the Evangelical Ar- 
menians of Turkey; constitutes no barrier of protection 
against their persecuting Patriarch and bishops. Thou- 
sands of the holiest and ablest men the English Church 
has ever known, have been ejected from her bosom for 
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this alone. Her bishops and priests while seemingly in 
a crusade to prove religion a mere pretence by their un- 
godly lives, while but exhibiting zeal to hunt out of the 
church those who could not conform to every ceremony, 
have been sustained and honored. When one of the per- 
secuted Non-conformist ministers, applied to a certain 
noblemam to secure in his behalf his influence with the 
bishop, he received this reply, " Had you been guilty of 
drunkenness, or grosser immoralities, I could have pro- 
cured you relief : but if you cannot comply with the cer- 
emonies, you are undone. It is a ^crime, in the eyes of 
the bishop for which there is no forgiveness.'' 

It is one of the worst features of this exclusiveness, 
that it is put forth to sustain that which is not only non- 
essendal, but by the admission of some of its staunchest 
advocates, destitute of scripture support. There is not a 
Jraction qf scriptmre evidence fw the ay Hem. This, and the 
fact that there is no system of church order divinely en- 
joined, has been freely conceded. Dr. Hammond, speak- 
ing of Apostolical succession, says, '' It being a matter of 
fact, or story, later than the scripture can universally reach 
to, it cannot be fully satisfied or answered from thence." 
Even Dodwell, the High-Church champion, admits that 
** the sacrad writers no where professedly explain the offi- 
ces or ministries themselves, as to their nature or extent, 
toMch awrdy they would have done if any particular form 
had been presented for perpetual duration,'* Of the same 
opinion were Bishop Beveridge, Dr. Paley, Afch bishop 
Whately, and many others.. The London Christian Ob- 
server has freely granted, that ^ Episcopalians do not 
found the merits of their system upon scripture testimony, 
for there is none." In Tract No. 8, the Oxford writers 
say," There is no part of the ecclesiastical system which 
is not faintly traced in scripture, and no part which is 
much more than faintly traced,*' In Tract 85, it is con- 
ceded, that ** the Divine right of Episcopacy and Apos- 
tolical succession, the power of the church, &c., are want- 
ing in direct and satisfactory proof and are to be establish- 
ed, if it aUj only by the aid of very attenuated and nicely 
managed inferential arguments** Again, the same author 
says, ** Every one must allow, that there is next to nothing 
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on the surface of scripture about tbem, and very IkUe, even 
under the surface, of a satisfactory cJuirtuter'* Now it is 
concerning men who make these concessions, tbat Bishop 
Wilson, of Calcutta, has well remai*ked, " In the New 
Testament there is a Divine proportion, as well as order, 
in the statements made. There are matters slightly 
touched on, or omitted, and others treated of at length, 
and made of the greatest importance. But in the authors 
before us, this proportion^ is entirely reversed. "What the 
New Testament is full of, they pass over slightly ; what 
the New Testament passes over slightly, they are full of." 
Such testimony, coming from those who are accustomed 
to see proofs for Episcopacy, where others cannot see 
their semblance, is very valuable. Candor would dictate, 
that where Revelation is silent, man should bo ; and thai 
what it regards as unworthy of amplification or notice, 
we should regard as of very little practical moment, as of 
as little value as is the chaff to the wheat. Episcopal 
exclusives think otherwise. The eolitudes of scripture 
they make vocal with the pretensions of Tradition, and 
here make more confident assertions than as if empower- 
ed to re-echo the voice of God. In these waste places, 
neglected by the Son of God, and from which the Apos- 
tles turaed away, they have found the only foundation of 
the Church, and the *' principle of its continuance" in the 
world. And if others cannot see what they see, and. hear 
what they hear, they are informed for their especial ben- 
efit, that there is no other alternative reserved for them in 
accordance with the Divine arrangements, but the Epis- 
copal Church or no church. Prelacy or perdition ! 

The exhibitions of this exclusiveness are what might 
have been expected. Says the bishop of New Jersey, 
" Yes, could I swell my voice till it should reach from 
Canada to Mexico, and from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
shore, it should be lifted up to entreat all who heard it, 
not to be content with the Word of God without that 
ministry and those ^sacraments, which are equally his or- 
dinances and eqtiaUy essential to salvation^* In the Tracts 
for the Times, No. 35, we read, "As to tho person hinpeelf, 
who takes upon himself without warrant, (that is, with- 
out having had the hands of a diocesan bishop laid upon 
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Kis head,) to minister in holy things, he is all the while 
treading in the steps of Korakj Dathan, and Abiram, whose 
€iwf id punishment we read of in the Book of Numbers.** Dr. 
Dodwell affirms, " None but the bisfiops can unite us to the 
P'ather and the Son. Whence it will follow, that whoso- 
ever is disunited from the visihle communion of the 
church on earth, ajid particularly/ from the visible commu- 
nion of the bishops, must consequently be disunited from 
the whole visible Catholic Church on earth : and not only 
so, but from the invisible communion of the holy angels 
and saints in heaven, and what is yet more, from Christ 
and God himself." Bishop Hobart continues the same 
strain, " But where the Gospel is proclaimed, communion 
with the church, by the participation of its ordinances, at 
. the hands of the duly authorized priesthood, is the indis- 

PBNSABLB^ CONDITION OP SALVATION." SayS Dr. HoW, of 

New York, " Wilful opposition to Episcopacy is certainly 
rebellion against God, and must therefore exclude from his 
presence.** Hear Bishop Ravenscroft, of North Carolina. 
*' Episcopalians present these doctrines to their hearers, 
in the ftdl persuasion, that the church, the ministry, and 
the sacraments, are as distinctly, and truly appointed of 
God, in order to the salvation of sinners, as the faith of th-e 
Gospel, and that only as these are united in the profession of 
religixm, can the hope thereby given to man, be worthy (f the 
name of assurance** Rev. Andrew Fowler, Rector in one" 
of the Episcopal Churches in South Carolina, in his Cat- 
echism, confesses, " That, as there is but one holy, catho- 
lic, or universal church, for which Christ died," (the church 
in which there are bishops commissioned, as he says, by 
the Apostles,) " we, who are called, have no hope of sal- 
vation, but as being faithful members of it." In No. 52, 
x)£ the Oxford Tracts, we read, " Christ never appointed 
two ways to heaven ; nor did he build a church to save 
some, and make another institution to save other men. 
There is no other name given under heaven, among men, 
whereby we may be saved, but the name of Jesus, and 
that is no otherwise given under heaven than in the church :** 
so that out of the Episcopal enclosure there is no salva- 
tion by Christ. 

In a sermon delivered and published about five years 
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ago in the city of New York, the author speaks in the 
following strain, ** The church, (the Episcopal,) must 
preach to you the Word, and nothing else, — she must ad- 
minister to you, according to the record of her own testi- 
mony, which you hold in your hands. Within these pre- 
scribed boundaries, her power is absolute over you, so 
long as you remain in her communion — a communion which 
you cannot renounce except at the peril of your salvation J* 
Says Rev. Palmer Dyer, of Whitehall, •* No religious so- 
ciety, or. communion, of whatever denomination or char- 
acter, is a church of Christ, unless it be Episcopal. • • 
Those who separate from the Episcopal Church, reviling 
and opposing it, and connecting themselves with anti- 
Episcopal sects, are, in fact fighting against God^^ Dr. 
Hook, of England, speaking of the United States, uses 
the following insulting language : '* There you mat see 

THE CHURCH, LIRE AN OASIS IN THE DEB^T, bleSSed by 

the dews of heaven, and shedding heavenly blessings 
around, in a land where, because no religion is establish- 
ed, IF IT WERE NOT FOR HER, NOTHING BUT THE EXTREMES 
OP INFIDELITY OR FANATICISM WOULD PREVAIL." Blshop 

Brownell, of -Connecticut, willingly repeats this insult to 
our free and prosperous churches, in nearly the same 
words, '' The Protestant Episcopal Church appears as an 
oasis in a desert." We are inclined to think, in reading 
such assertions, that all the greenness observable, is in those 
who broach such folly, rather than in the churches. 

Rev. Mr. Wetmore^ one of the earliest champibns of 
Episcopacy in Connecticut, said of the Puritan Churches 
of that State, that, " they ought to be esteemed in respect 
to the mystical body of Christ, only as excrescences or iu- 
onors in the body natural." Rev. Mr. Watson, in a ser- 
mon preached in the same State, affirmed that the inhab- 
itants of sixty towns where no Episcopal churches were 
planted, were '' destitute ones," ^' destitute of the sacra- 
ments, destitute of a scriptural mini9try, destitute of the 
church," and added, '* that every inch of the ground" be- 
longed to Episcopacy. In full conformity with such de- 
clarations, the Episcopal sect appropriates to itself the 
exclusive title of the church, while other communions 
are styled dissenters, schismatics, self-constituted bodies, 
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sectaries, societies, but never churches. The prelates of 
the sect square their conduct with their assumptions. 
They write themselves not as bishops of the Episcopal 
churches in parlicular States, but <is bishops of the States 
themselves. One writes himself " Bishop of ConneeticutJ' 
Another " Bishop of New York.'' Another, " Bishop of 
Maryland," &c. The Church Almanac, published by au- 
thority, speaks not of " the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of the United States," but of " the Church of the United 
States/' implying of course, that there are no other church- 
es in the land. Thus it claims to be a national establish- 
ment. This idea is thus broached in a publication issued 
in New York, 1841, entitled " The Church of England 
and in America compared." " These two greatest and 
purest of National Churches are now evidently approx- 
imcUing to each other, much in spirit, somewhat in form. * 

* * The American Churchman is to lay aside many ul- 
tra-republican prejudices,'* (things very repulsive, we know, 
to the system,) " when looking at the Church of England. 

* • ♦ He is to recognize further, in its alliance of 
Church with state, a moral and Christian bond, as well as a 
legal and arbitrary one, and take care lest his well found- 
ed objection to the one, lead him to undervalue the inesti- 
mable national blessings that Jlow from the other, and of which 
Christian England tvithallits drawbacks, is the noblest speci- 
?nen that the world can offer !" It is known that after the 
close of the Revolutionary struggle, a petition was pre- 
sented to the legislature of Maryland, signed by Dr. Wil- 
liam Smith and Thomas Gates, to connect the Episcopal 
Church with the State ; yet that in this middle of the nine- 
teenth century, when the rotten and curst State establish- 
ments of priest-ridden Europe are falling before the in- 
dignant populace whom they have so long de-christian- 
ia^d — when even Rome and Austria show signs of repent- 
ance and reformation in view of their antiquated tyranny 
over conscience and freedom — it is marvellous, that the 
smallest of all the tribes of our Christian Israel, should 
vaunt itself as a national church, excommunicate all oth- 
ers, and laud as a " moral and Christian bond," "the noblest 
specimen the world has seen," and a source of" inestima- 
ble blessings,^' the adulterous and blood cemaoiteid juiion 
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of the English Church and State ! It b the misfortune, 
however, of some systems, to be destined never to make 
progress but that which is backward. 

The Prelatic system involves not only the principles 
of bigotry and intolerance, but those of the worst despot- 
ism. Under its exclusive claims grew up that tyranny 
which during the middle ages made Christendom one vast 
Court of High Commission, in which the trembling peo- 
ple stood, or bowed before their ecclesiastical rulers. 

Chrysostom asserted that he feared nothing so much as 
Prelates. Augtistine represented the Church as under a 
worse bondage through their exactions, than under the 
law. Gregory Nazienzen complained of their overturning 
all things with violence, and tyrannizing over piety itself. 
Isadore of Peltisium declared that Prelacy, as exercised by 
many, was a tyrannical licentiousness, and that it hindered 
any reformation. The Popish bishops were ihe worst en- 
emies to the Reformation in England, as are their worthy 
Protestant successors to Evangelism. In Spain, Italy, Po- 
land, Belgium, they crushed the reformed doctrines, as 
the most fit instruments of so diabolical a work in the 
hands of the Prince of Darkness. The pages of English 
Church history are disfigured with the disclosures of the 
most wanton persecution. In the reign of Elizabeth, dis- 
sent was punished by fine, imprisonment, and death. In 
the reign of James I., was published the book of Canons, 
designed to blast and destroy everything like free inqui- 
ry, and religious freedom. The following may serve as a 
specimen of their character. 

Canon 6. " Whosoever shall affirm that the rites jind 
ceremonies of the Church of England as by law eMab- 
lished, are wicked, anti-Christian, or superstitious, or such 
as being commanded by lawful authority, good men may 
not with a good conscience approve, use, or as occasion 
requires, subscribe — let him be excommunicated." 

Canon 9. "Whosoever shall hereafter - separate them- 
selves from the communion of saints, as it is approve<l by 
the Apostles' rules in the Church of England, and combine 
themselves together in a new brotherhood — let (hem be ex- 
communicated." 

Canon 10. " Whosoever shall hereafter affirm that such 
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ministers as refuse to subscribe to the form and manner of 
God's worship in the Church of England, prescribed in the 
coTnmunion book, and their adherents, may truly take unto 
them the name of another church, — let them be excommu- 
nicated.'* 

Canon 11. " Whosoever shall hereafter affirm that there 
are within this realm altar meetings, assemblies, or congre- 
g-ations of the king's born subjects, than such as by the law 
of the land are held and allowed, which may rightly chal- 
lenge to themselves the name of true and lawful churchesy 
— let him be excommunicated." 

From the death of James I. to the Revolution of 1689, 
comprising a period of about sixty-three years, and except- 
ing the Protectorate of Cromwell, Prelacy was left to play, 
uncontrolled, its appropriate part. Thousands of the best 
ministers of the land, and the glory of their age, were se- 
questered from their parishes, harassed by profligates, shut 
up in prison, or hunted by informers and magistrates. Dur- 
ing thirty years, sixty thousand persons suffered in Englaad 
for their religious opinions, more than five thousand of ^ 
whom died in prison. In Scotland, again and again, were 
her Presbyterian pastors driv.en from their pulpits and their 
homes by the armed minions of Episcopacy, and hundreds of 
illiterate, drunken, and immoral rectors and curates forced 
upon the unwilling people, who were dragooned into attend- 
ance upon their ministrations. Those whom no considera- 
tions could induce to desert the Apostolic faith of their fa- 
thers, were driven into the heathery wilds,* into the deep 
dells overcanopied by the mountaius, in search of a sanctu- 
ary denied them by their ungodly opposers. Scores of in- 
nocent liien were shot down in the open fields — husbands 
were murdered in the presence of their wives and infant 
babes — gentle girls and aged mothers were hung on the 
gallows, or tied to stakes that they might drown in the ris- 
ing tide — while ministers of God, gifted with piety, learn- 
ing, and the highest eloquence, after undergoing inhuman 
torture, perisheS on the gibbet. We may be told that these 
were deeds common to the times in which the principles of 
religious toleration were not understood. We are not dis- 
posed to deny it, and we merely mention these things, be- 
cause the very principles which animated the actors in these 
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atrocities, are yet endorsed by the Prelatists of our times. 
Unlimited obedience to the arbitrary authority of bishops, 
is thus made apparent by the British Critic : " It has been 
argued by very high authority, that the arbitrary strictness of 
mUitarj/ discipline, is not inconsistent with the constitution 
of a free state, because enlistment is purely voluntary. 
This argument applies with greater force to the Churchman, 
whose canonical yoke is freedom itself, when compared with 
the bondage of the soldier, and who engages in his profes- 
sion at mature age, and with greater deliberation." In 
Palmer's work on the Church, we often meet with such 
sentiments as these : '' Each bishop is bound to correct and 
punish such as be unqtiiet, disobedient, and criminous, with- 
in his diocese." '* Christian princes, members of the true 
church, have a right, and are hound in duty when necessary, 
to defend the faith and discipline of the true church exist- 
ing in their dominions, by obliging its professing members 
to acquiesce in the one, and to submit to the other, by 
HBANS OP TEMPORA.L POWER." " Even if the throne was 
occupied by a heretic or a schismatic, as James II. was, the 
Church might still very justly admit his ecclesiastical su- 
premacy, that is, his right to protect the faith and discipline 
of the Catholic Church established among us, and to use 
THE CIVIL SWORD to oblige allits members to unit.y and obe- 
dience,** 

Let not the reader be startled ; this is not the langjiage 
of Saint Dotninic, but of an Epispopal divine of our own 
day! We give another extract from the same author: 
" In accordance with the principle involved in these laws, 
and in the articles and canons of the Church of England, 
I maintain firmly, that the state has a right when 
necessary, to oblige members of the Church, by temporal 
PENALTIES, to submit to her ordinances, and neither estab- 
lish a differ€7U worship, nor teach different doctrines from hers. 
It has a right to prevent persons from separating from her 
communion, and from troubling the^ faithful, sowing dissen- 
sion in the community, and misleading the ignorant and 
weak-minded brethren." With such views agree Dr. Pu- 
sey, and Dr. Hook. Danberry, in his Guide to the Church, 
a work recommended by the House of American Bishops 
to their students, affirms, *' Whatever liberty the act of 
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toleration may be supposed to give, with respect to Chrisr 
tian coDforniity, must be understood as giren in a case in 

which NO HUMAN LEGISLATURE HAS ANT LIBERTY TO GRANT !" 

Mr. Newman says in his lectures on Romanism, " The 
English theology justifies absolute anathemas, where the 
Snglish Church sanctions the use of them." Our Ameri- 
can Prelatists have not advanced to die use of such senti- 
ments yet, but they highly extol those who have. Bishop 
Doane authenticates the authors from whom we have just 
quoted, as the ** choicest contents of Episcopal libraries," 
and such, ** as should be in the hands of every clergyman, 
and should circulate in every parish." Many of them 
have labored hard to blacken the memory of the Puritans, 
while in the same breath they have extolled their brutal 
persecutors. Thus Dr. Chapman in his Sermons to Pres- 
byterians of all Sects, styles " England's first Charles, her 
martyred King, and England's best friend and bishop, 
her martjfrcd LaudP' " If King Charles had some faults, 
so had King David;" says Rev. A. C. Cox, "yet vrithal 
David was a man after God's own heart, and King Charles 
died a blessed martyr. If Laud had some superstitions, so 
had Cotton Mather; and if Laud had Prynne's ears 
cropped, Cotton Mather btrmt witches." Our Savior de- 
clared, that the Jews built the sepulchres of the prophets 
whom their fathers put to death ; but the adherents of 
High-Church ism reverse the process, they applaud the 
persecutors, and asperse the victims. 

Such a system is antagonistic to the spirit of religious 
charity and republican freedom. Let a man become but 
once possessed of the idea, that salvation is dependent up- 
on the perform ance of certain rites, and that none can 
administer these rites but a certain priestly order, consti- 
tuted in an infallibly specified manner ; and in the hands 
of that favored class, he will see suspended all his expecta- 
tions of eternal happiness. Bishops now stand out as 
Christ's representatives, to whom men must be as submis- 
sive as unto. Christ ; the priests appear as the regenerators 
of the human soul, as its only liberatora from the dominion 
of hell, and to whom it must give heed on the penalty of 
forfeiting such inestimable blessings. Here lies the essence 
of priestcraft. Such ideas kindle up the fires of the fiercest 
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bigotry. It sees nothing winning in the gentle piety of a 
Doddridge, or the seraphic devotion of a Payson . Their 
heads were never manipulated by the hands of a Dioce- 
san, therefore they were not ministers ; they were never 
baptised by ^ duly authorized priest, hence they were 
never Christians ; and as the preachers of a self-constituted 
sect and the fomentors of schism, they must have met the 
awful fate of Korah, Dathan and Abiram, ^'recorded in 
the Boak of Numbers !" And as there can be no salva- 
tion without the pale of their Church, may not all means 
be justifiable which can bring them within it 1 And if 
pains and penalties will do this, why may not the body be 
made to suffer for the good of the soul, and temporalities 
be cast down that spiritualities may be set up ? Thus rea- 
soned the ghostly fathers of the Star Chamber and the 
Inquisition, and if the spirit of the age will not tolerate 
such practical applications of the theory, why may there 
not be a compromise eifected between the past and the 
present, and with a mental reservation of what it would 
be unpalatable to broach, there still be a putting forth of 
as much intolerance as the times will bear ] So reasons 
many a zealot, sighing for a recurrence of the age of Hil- 
debrand and Laud. We hesitate not to say^ that the 
genius of Republicanism and Prelacy are totally irrecon- 
cilable. The one constitutes each man his own sovereign, 
while the other casts him as a suppliant at the feet of a 
sacerdotal mediator. The one acknowledges the perfect 
equality of all denominations, while the other admits the 
claims of no denomination but its own. The one, placing 
the destinies of the government in the hands of the peo- 
ple, bids them move onward to the highest perfection of 
which they are capable ; the other binds them to irrever- 
sible forms, to self-perpetuating legislators, and renders 
the progress of free-inquiry a nullity by forbidding its 
exercise. By the teachings of the one, he discovers that 
the greatest blessings of civil society may be found where 
the people are self-governed ; while according to the oth- 
er, composed too of human associations and materials, he 
finds the principle inapplicable, and that the Providence 
ruling in civil, works counter to the same operating in 
ecclesiastical affairs ; in a word, men may be safely free 
in the State, but dangerously so in the Church. 
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To this vieWy it may be objected by some, tbat tbe en- 
tire Episcopal communion ougbt not to be beld responsi- 
bFe for the peculiarities of High-Churchism ; tbat Low- 
Cbnrcbmen take entirely different views on such matters, 
and condemn tbe Romanizing principles of their more ex- 
clusive brethren. To this we answer, that we are dealing 
mritb a system, whose nature and spii'it is most truly illus- 
trated in the conduct of High-Churchmen. The Episco- 
pal system is essentially narrow, exclusive, and intolerant^ 
and if some Low-Churchmen are better than their system, 
the thanks are due to the power of Evangelical religion, 
and not to that semi- papal polity of which Henry VI IL 
and Elizabeth were the parents. Besides, the distinction 
between these two parties is becoming more and more 
indistinct. It is mentioned in the London Patriot, that 
the Evangelical party in the Established. Church is rapid- 
ly diminishing, and that they who formerly were its advo- 
cates, are now among the most rampant adherents of 
Tractarianism. The Scotts, the Newtons, and. Cecils of 
the last age, have now scarcely a living representative. 
The Rev. Mr. Noel, who seems to have imbibed most of 
tbe spirit of these men, has abandoned the Church as a 
thing fore-doomed by heaven. In our own land, Low* 
Churchmen regard the Apostolic succession as the comer 
stone of their Church, refuse to acknowledge Presbyteri- 
ans, Methodists, and Baptists, as churches of Christ, or to 
recognize their ministers as heaven-commissioned for their 
work. They are just as zealous for tbQ extension of the 
Church as their brethren of the other party. They are 
becoming increasingly partizan in their movements, and 
more high toned in their pretensions. Says Ira Warren, 
late editor of the '* Monthly Episcopal Observer,*' in his 
work on "The Causes and Cure of Puseyism," "The 
Hobartism of eighteen hundred and thirty has become the 
Paseyism of eighteen hundred and forty-seven ; and the 
New England Low-Churchism of eighteen hundred and 
thirty«iive has travelled upward in the same direction, 
and, with a few honorable exceptions, in eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-seven has taken its stand, — or rather, I 
might say, is passing across the Hohart platform. The New 
York Churchman was not so High-Church in its tone 
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twelve years a^o as the Christian Witness and Church 
Advocate now is. Let any man bring me the little flying- 
"Banner of the Church,*' conducted in this city fourteen 
years ago, by the present Bishop Doane and Dr. William 
Croswell, and show me its High-Churchism ,- I will find 
him column for column, nay, two for one, an the pages of 
the Witness, of the same kind of matter, only a little merer 
assumptive." Again, speaking of the conflitrts between 
these two parties, he adds, ** I am quite within the limits 
of fact when I say, our Zion has not come out of one of 
these conflicts but with the banner of her church mansliip 
lifted higher; in a woi-d, lou> churchmen hace inrariahly los§ 
ground,^* Such are the tendencies of Prelacy. Even ihe^ 
Evangelic Mr. Bickerateth is constrained to say of the^ 
Oxford writere, that he could not express " the utmost ab- 
horrence against them." The Episcopal Recorder of 
Philadelphia, for May 9, 1840, the organ of the Evangel- 
ic Episcopalians, thus expresses itself concerning these au- 
thors. " If the writers had confined their discussions to 
the divine institution of the ministry — the Apostolical suc- 
cession — the defence of liturgical services — an exposure of 
the evils of schism, and the modern rationfilistic theology ; 
if they had displayed far more zeal than they have, to re- 
vive the wholesome administration of discipline in the- 
church, and a more reverent ohservance of the fistivals and 
fasts — my thorough church principles would have prompt- 
ed me to bid them God-speed, and be a zealous co-opera- 
tor with them in their good work." The trut4i is, the sys^ 
tem will never be aught else than a fountain of the most 
bitter sectarian exclusiveness and intolerance, while it re- 
mains unexpunged of its Popish tenets. Until this is done^ 
every good man will be constrained to say of it as did! 
Bishop Burnet in the ''History of his Own Times," **I must 
say there are many things in it that have been very uneasy 
to me;" or with Ira Warren, "I am persuaded tliat under 
present circumstances, with the Tractarian influence shap- 
ing and swaying its policy, its growth is not desirable." 
We are convinced, that a greater evil could not befall 
the interests of piety, or the well-being of our country, thao 
its predominant ascendancy. 
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SECTION IX. 

Thb Episcopal Ststeu unfriendly to Evanoelioal 
Piety. 

That to which man in his fallen state has a strong incli- 
nation, is not likely to be the beat corrective of his char- 
acter. The learned Archbishop Whately has referred all 
the abuses of Romanism to the depravity of the heart. 
Man is naturally a formilist, and any religion shaped and 
modified to suit his Pharisaic selfiihriess, must be opposed 
to that which is from heaven. A falsified Christianity is 
presented to the soul, instead of divine spiritualism to 
cleanse its corruptions. The altar is presented — the man- 
made priest beside it— but with no sanctifying Savior above 
it. A religion which exalts non-essentials above the 
-weightier matters of the law — which enjoins ceremonial- 
isnj fostering spiritual pride — ordinances which do wiUiin 
the soul, by comjngincontact with the body, what only 
comes within the provinco of repentance and faith — which 
brings men heavenward by having the form without the 
fiubstance better than the substance without the form— ^ 
deludes rather than benefits, and destroys rather than saves. 

" Then Ceremony leads her bigots forth, 
Prep ired to tight for shadows of no worth ; 
While truths on which eternal things depend. 
Find not or hardly find a single friend. 
As soldiers watch ths signal of command. 
They learn to b-iw, to sit, to kneel, to stand, 
Happy to fill religion's racant place 
With hollow form, and gesture and grimace.'^ 

The remains of Popish error in the Prayer Book are 
disastrous in their influence on piety. We know that 
Evangelical Episcopalians, (for there are such,) endeavor 
by plausible logic to give another complexion to these 
errors; but sound interpretation and numberless advocates 
of the system, prove the abortiveness of such attempts. 
Regeneration is changed from a doctrine into a baptismal 
rite, which " wmlie^ ilium, and snnriiJicB them tcitk the Holy 
Ghost** Baptism is transferred from an emblem into an un- 
doubted title, making the subject ** a member of Chritft, 
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tfae child of God, and and an inheritor of tie kingdom of 
heaven.** The Lord's Supper is lost sight t)f as a means of 
grace, and made a channel of holiness through which 
** Christ's spiritual presence," " his most hhssed body and 
blood,** are received into the soul. Valid evidences of 
piety are discarded as essentials to the admission of the 
church, and the quali6cations described to be, ability to 
say " the Creed, the Lord's Prayer, the Ten Command- 
ments," and the *' parts of the Church Catechism set forth 
for that purpose." After submission to this ritualism, the 
individual is in a fair way to heaven. When he dies, the 
Funeral Office is performed over his remains, 'booking 
for the general resurrection in the last day, and the life of 
the world to come, through our Lord Jesus Christ** 

The forms of Episcopacy exert a restraining and cramp- 
ing influence upon piety. The liberty of the children of 
God will naturally seek a wider range of expansion, than 
is allowable, in a tutelary liturgy of the sixteenth cen- 
tury. As the increased knowledge of the clergy has ren- 
dered useless the homilies of that age, though *' enjoined 
by authority," so has the intelligence of the people out- 
grown the trammels of written forms of prayer. When 
under the influence of powerful religious emotion, the soul 
hastens to pour out its unpremeditated desires into the 
bosom of God. When the windows of heaven are opened, 
and he revives his work, the Church becomes a usurper, 
when she commands her ministry to withhold addressing 
God in the warm, living language which the Holy Ghost 
inspires, and limits prayer to the stale, unwarranted pre- 
scriptions, of dead centuries. The Prayer Book knows 
nothing of I'evivak, of foreign missions, of sabbath schools, 
of prayer meetings, and other associations for the spread 
of religion ; and these demand prayers never contem- 
plated, or provided for in the litual. Yet must such 
prayers give way to fonns entirely inappropriate, if prayer 
is made at all. The Episcopal Church, in its forty-fifth 
canon, decrees, that "every minister shall before all ser- 
mons and lectures, and on all other oecasions of public wor- 
ship, use the book of Common Prayer, as the same is, or may 
be established by the authority of the General Convention 
of this churchy And in performing said service, no other 
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prayers shall he used, than those prescribed by said hook** 
There is no discretion . allowed with reference to extem- 
porary prayers. No permission is given to go beyond the 
nnbending form. Even family prayer is prescribed. "The 
master and mistress having called together as many of the 
family as can conveniently be present, is to say as fol- 
lows/* &c. Now can piety be vigorously exercised with- 
in such regulations, limits, and fetters 1 Will the Spirit 
suffer himself to be thus bound T Can the devout out- 
goings of the stml be stereotyped ? Abundant facts will 
show that liturgical forms become incapable of inspiring 
devotion, not only on account of their inapplicability to the 
mental state, but by their undeviating repetition. The 
mind demands variety. A continuous and dead monotony 
of words, palls upon the ear, and excites but the listless at- 
tention of the soul. The late Bishop Griswold, said in an 
address in 1837, *' The prejudices in these Eastern states, 
against form^ of prayer, and the objections made to some 
parts of ours particularly, and the length of our morning 
Bcrvice, are powerful obstacles to our increase. • • • 
When there shall have been a judicious revision of Oilr 
liturgy, in the manner wisely recommended by our vene- 
rable brother, Bishop White, deceased, I doubt not but 
our churches will more rapidly increase." But if Eastern 
Christians found their piety enlivened by these forms, they 
would not have entertained these prcjddices and objec-^ 
tions. The form chills the heart of devotion, not raising it ^ 
to the threshold of heaven, but sinking it to the dull rou* ' 
tine of words and phrases. 

Neither tlie Episcopal Church, nor the Prayer Book, 
knows, or encourages prayer meetings. Such gatherings 
have been common to the faithful in all ages. In Apostol- 
ic times, they wei*e accustomed to meet, and " continue 
with one accord in ])rayer and supplication." "Many 
were gathered together praying" on the night of Peter's 
release. But that which claims par extelltncc to be Apos** 
tolic, rarely admits them. The geniqs of the system dis-^ 
cards them. Assemblies Weekly gathered 1q read the 
same prayers, would soon bp scattered from the insipid- 
ity of the exercise. They would be considered assem- 
blies for vxifsMpt aqd |!ie canua deplares, that*' in per- 
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forming said service no other prayers shall be used than 
those prescribed" in the Book of Common Prayer. We 
do not see how this conclusion can be avoided, except by 
contending, that the limitation only applies to ministers. 
Yet why should it be considered unlawful for ministers 
to offer extempore prayers, who should be regarded as 
most competent for such exercises, and at the same time 
allowable for laymen ] We are aware that in some Epis- 
copal Churches, such meetings have been held, but in vio- 
lation of the principles and practices of the denomination. 
Though such principles and practices would be more 
honored in the breach than in the observance, yet with 
very few exceptions, they are loo widely observed. The 
late lamented Dr. Mi.lnor was one who sustained prayer 
meetings, and in consequence was much subjected to oppo- 
sition from his brethren, and his Diocesan. Says his bi- 
ographer, **One evening while the prayer meeting was 
in session, the Bishop came to his house, and after the 
usual statement of objections, desired Dr. Milnor to go 
and dismiss the assembly. The answer which he returned 
was, in substance, this : * Bishop, I dare not prevent my 
parishioners from meeting for prayer j bi*t if you are wil- 
ling to take the responsibility of dismissing them, you have 
my permission/ " 

This is not, however, the most unwelcome feature of 
the system. It not only discourages, within its own en- 
closures, those enlivening gatherings and exercises so 
needful to the developments of piety, but discourages 
and forbids its members from mingling in those of others. 
If piety is starved at home, it may be fed abroad, but this^ 
the exclusiveness of the system forbids. This would be 
regarded as leaving the church, the only depository of sal- 
vation, and going into conaentides, among self-constituted 
hodieSf dissenters and schismaifcs, to obtain the nutriments 
of grace. Intolerable indeed 1 To commune in another 
denomination — to recognize them in any way as Christians 
— to act, as if God could work i^ any other fold but the 
IQpiscopal, is an offence which a zealous Churchman nev- 
er commits, and to which the leading influences of the 
sect are opposed. Sermons from the pulpit — the resolu- 
tions of the Convention — publications on the sin of jpining 
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in Bectarian worship, — ^persevering private remonstrance, 
— are all set in array against such a method qf obtaining 
or increasing piety. 

Exercise in good works, is necessary to the sustenance 
of piety, and furnishes to the world evidence of its ex** 
istence. Ours is an age of benevolent action, through nu- 
merous 'kindred associations, for the improvement and 
salvation* of mankind. These enlist the energies of the 
^ood of every name, and bring them into effective unity 
for their advancement. Now, Episcopacy discourages 
the co-operation of its members in this direction. There 
are noble exceptions, we know, but they are exceptions 
to an almost general opposite practice, and both in Great 
Britain, and these United States, are rapidly disappearing. 
The Bible, the Tract, the Temperance, the Moral Refoim, 
and other kindred Societies, as they were independent of 
Episcopacy in their origin, rely little upon its suppoit for 
their continuance. The presence of an Episcopalian 
clergyman at a Temperance Convention, or meeting, i^ 
nearly as uncommon, as the presence of a Romish priest 
in a Protestant Church. How unlike that spirit, which 
not only rejoices to witness the fruits of justice, goodness, 
philanthropy and piety, wherever they meet the eye, but 
extends to them its cordial prayers and co-operation ! 
Can such a system nullify the old law, "By their fruits 
ye shall know them V Can rjeligion live severed from 
the unity of the Spirit, from its appropriate exercises and 
works 1 Episcopacy can point to few glorious achieve- 
ments for the welfare of the human race. " What," asks 
the eloquent John Foster, ** did it do for the people of 
England] There was one wide, settled Egyptian dark- 
ness ; the blind leading the bliud, all but universally ; an 
utter estrangement from genuine Christianity ; ten thou- 
sand Christian ministers misleading the people in respect 
to religious notions, and a vast proportion of them set- 
ting them a bad practical example. When at length 
something of the trae light began to dawn — when Whit- 
field and Wesley came forth — who were the most virulent 
opposers, even instigating and abetting the miserable peo* 
pie to riot, fury and violence against them 1 The Estab- 
lished Clergy, At a later time^ who were the most con^ 
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Btant, systematic opposers of an improved education of 
the common people 1 TJic Established Clergy. Wbo frus- 
trated, so lately, Brougham's national plan for this object 1 
The Clergfj^ who insisted that //ir/y should have a monopo- 
ly of the power in its management. Who formed the main 
mass of the opposition to the Bihie Satiety for so many years ? 
Did one single dissenter so act ] No ; the Clergy. Wbo, 
lately, did all they could, by open opposition or low in- 
trigue, to frustrate the valuable project for education in 
our own city ? The Clergy. Who were the most gener- 
ally hostile to the Catholic emancipation, undeterred by 
the prospect of prolonged tumult, and ultimate civil war, 
ravage, and desolation, in Ireland? The Clergy. What 
is, at this very hour, the most fatal and withering blight 
on the interests and hopes of the Protestant religion in 
that country ? The Estahlislied Church.** To these with- 
ering interrogatories, we may well append the testimony 
of Rev. Baptist W. Noel. " Few of the Clergy will sit 
on the same committee with dissenters. Few join the Bi- 
ble Soclf'ty or tJie Tract Society^ and feioer still the London 
City Mission or the Erani^rlical Alliance, although the to- 
kens of the blessing of God have been abundant in the 
history of each of these four institutions. Against the 
latter, evangelical ministers and magazines have been 
violent and unfair; An Archbishop has declared he will 
withdraw his license from any curate who joins it, and, 
under the dread of prelates and pastors, of incumbentg 
and canons, nearly all the curates of the Establishment, 
and all but about 300 of the incumbents, have refused to 
offer this manifestation of brotherly kindness to their fel- 
low disciples." 

We believe that the genius of the Prelatic system is 
noxious to the health}^ developments of the inner life. 
Wherever it has cxten^nvely prevailed, such has been the 
invariable result. EvaR<Li:eKsm and Ritualism have ever 
been opposing forces. They have scai-cely anything in 
Common, and where the one comes in conflict with the 
other, as in the case of the Reformers in the Papal Church, 
the Puritans in the English, or the modern missionaries 
with the Armenians or Ncstorians, the hi»stile elements 
are soon compelled to a separation. Wherever it b«- 
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comes a fandamental tenet, that God's grace and spirit 
flow through certain rites to those who are in union with 
a certain church, and that all others are in the condition 
of outside aliens, sustaining a more perilous relation to 
the Church, than the nations of the world at large do to 
the celestial empire of the Chinese ; there will it follow 
that professions, connections, and observances, will be 
vastly more regarded than the highest piety dissevered 
from them. The Ritualist, true to his principles, whether 
Roman, Grecian, Ai'meiiian, or Anglican, will heartily 
fellowship the form without piety, in preference to the 
piety without the form. The latter becomes his chief re- 
liance, his only medium of religion, and his rule of estima- 
ting the moral worth and salvable condition of his fellow 
creatures. History unrolls no darker pages than those in 
which she records the workings of this principle in the 
persecution and slaughter of those of whom the world was 
not worthy — the non-prelatic, yet holy Waldenses, Lol- 
lards, Bohemian Brethren, Huguenots, and Puritans of a 
reformed and spiritual Christianity. Ritualism will see 
higher proofs of a valid ministerial commission in a Law- 
rence Sterne coming from, under the manipulating hands 
of a Prelate, than in a John Bunyan electrifying the 
souls of men with fire caught from God's altar — read- 
clearer proofs of man's right to heaven in candidates pass** 
ing from the regenerating waters of the baptismal service, 
than in rejoicing converts issuing from the revival. It can 
welcome to its altars as in the genuine line of the Apos- 
tolic succession, the Romish priest, and turn away from a 
Philip Doddridge with Pharisaic aversion as an intruder 
into the ministry of salvation. Every thing beyond ita 
own limits, is beheld through the discolored medium of 
those prejudices inseparable from the system. Episcopal 
ordination, while it constitutes a great gulf rolling between 
all evangelical and non-prelatic communions, presents but 
a narrow barrier to multitudes, in the way of sympathy 
with Rome. The fellowship of kindred minds, united by 
a filial spirit and unwavering trust in Christ, and rising 
above the show of things to their reaHly, it refuses to ac< 
knowledge. Unchurching the Puritan and the Methodist, 
it haila as brethren beloved th^ Annenian and the Negto- 
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rian. Tho Cburch-spirit consumes that of the Gospe1» and 
the soul drawn ofTfrom the verdant regions of charity and 
love, is left to wander in the barren plains and broken in- 
equalities of formal observances and sectarian exclusive- 
ness. Must not such a spirit be baleful to that piety, to 
that unitm of soul with God, the securing of which was 
the great end of the Redeemer's mission ? When Re- 
ligion loses its simple grandeur, and dwindles into mechan- 
ism and form, it becomes powerless for the promotion of 
its offices. It may serve, indeed, as a political engine ia 
the hands of the state — as a fitting instrument for the ele- 
vation of a sacerdotal order — but must entirely fail of mak- 
ing mankind the children of God aiidthe heirs of heaven. 
A system which places such uiidoubting reliance upon 
forms, we should expect, a priori^ would undervalue the 
evidences of experimental piety as qualifications for 
church-membership. All Evangelical communions regard 
the Church as something fundamentally distinct from the 
world, and therefore, require of those who seek to become 
connected wiih them, a history of their religious exer- 
cises; that by the means of pious discrimination^ none 
but those who give credible proofs of the renewing power 
of the Holy Ghost, may be added to their numbers. No 
mere regard to externals — no submission to the perfpnn- 
ance of a rite — can qualify men for the Church, visible or 
invisible. Episcopacy seems to overlook this both in the- 
ory and practice. It provides for the addition of members 
in a way foreign to the teachings of the New Testament. 
After baptising a child, the minister is enjoined to say un- 
to the God-fathers and God-mothers, " Ye are to take care 
that this child be brought to the Bishop to be confirmed 
by him, «.? soon as he can saij the Creed, the Lord's Prayer ^ 
and the Ttv* Commandme^ntSf and is suffu'.icntltf instructed in 
Uie oi/ier parts of the Church Catechism, set forth for that 
purposed Nothing can be more definite than this. No 
evidence of soul-conversion, separate from baptism, is re* 
quired. Every baptised child of ability sufficient to repeal 
the necessary words, has a warrant of admission to the 
Church. The same may be affirmed of adults. In. lan- 
guage no sophistry can evade, the Prayer Book teacher 
p|a^ tl;e caudidate amiroaches the baptismal font^ no( ta 



y Google 



fiPISCOPACY EltAttlNED. 87 

profess Ms previous realization of the converting power 
of the Spirit, but to rec'eire it, for the first time, in the 
aspersion of the water. Whatever some Evangelical 
Spiscnpalians may teach to the contrary, and require as 
essential to a valid profession of religion, they are com- 
pelled to hold in connection with a Formulaiy flatly con- 
tradicting them, and sustained by a practice corroborative 
of the contradiction. As a matter of fact, admission to 
no church is easier than to an Episcopal. The publio 
bave a wide, and well founded impression of this kind. 
Those to whom spirituality is unwelcome, who would hold 
God and Mammon together in an unnatural proximity— 
the pleasure-loving — those who wish to bear the Christian 
name in connection with laxity of principle and looseness 
of practice — generally find no difficulty in the way of 
their admission to its fold. We would that it were other- 
wise; we have no pleasure in the statement, but stubborn 
fact is stronger than desfrc, and truth compels the admis- 
sion. As respects the Mother Church of England, all ad- 
mk it ; but her American daughter is a close imitdtor here, 
as in other matters. It is well known, that in too many 
instances, the suspended and excommunicated members of 
purer churches, are welcomed to her communion as breth- 
ren beloved. Wholesome discipline is neglected, no pro- 
vision being made for its exercise. Bishop Burnet in his 
" History of his own Times," gives the following as the 
opinion of Archbishop Leighton on the subject of disci- 
pline in the English Church : "As to the administration, 
both with relation to the ecclesiastical courts and pastoral 
care, 7ie kfoked on it as one of the most corrupt he had ever 
seen. He thought we looked like a fair carcass of a body with' 
out a spirit, without that zeal, that strictness of life, and 
that laboriousness in the clergy, that became us." The 
writer of No. 59 of the " Tracts for the Timoi«," says, "I 
believe that such a thing as any single presentation for ifo- 
torioudy immoral coTulutt has scarcely been heard of for a ccn- 
tury /" The following testimony of Rev. Mr. Noel, is by no 
means an exaggeration : *' At this moment of what mem- 
bers arethe Anglican churches composed? The men who 
devote their time and thought to betting at Newmarket and 
Doncaster, those who haunt the gambling-houses of Lon- 
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4on, those wbo divide their time between the pleasures of 
the chase and of the table, are members of the Churches. 
The theatre and the opera-house, notwithstanding that they are 
the haunts of vice and schools of irreligion, are JUled toith 
Church members, Tlie crowds who throng the Sunday trains 
and the Sunday steamboats — the numbers who sell and buy 
xm the Lord's Day — the emaciated and ragged community 
oi gin-drinkers — the rabble of the lowest alleys of London, 
Liverpool, and Manchester — the myriads who admire the 
" Dispatch," or love the pollution of the worst novels — all 
who are worthless, ignorant, and depraved, in the commu- 
nity, baptised in childhood, and not convicted of heresy 
or immorality, are in full communion with the Anglican 
churches/' Mr. Noel proves, that clergymen who had 
shamelessly avowed their vicious habits before the pub- 
lic, who h£^d been condemned for gross immorality by the 
civil courts, were permitted to remain the unmolested pas- 
tors of their flocks. We rejoice* to feel that our Episco- 
pal Church presents an exception here, and that no Amer- 
ican congregation will tolerate an immoral pastor. Xet 
ihe case of Bishop Onderdonk is yet fresh in the public 
mind, as well as the efforts made by a considerable party 
m the. Church to restore him to his official influence. 
Those guilty of a total neglect of Gospel requirements, 
generally feel secure from ecclesiastical handling within 
Sie Episcopal enclosure. Attendance at parties, balls, the- 
atres, operas, brings no dreaded exclusion from the 
Church. Those who belong to the only Apostolic Church, 
seem to have a dispensation through their profession to 
commit with impunity what would be hazardous to so 
called dissenters. We do not speak at random when we 
say that Episcopacy exercises no discipline over its mem- 
bers. Dr. Hawkes, formerly of New York, in his " Con- 
tributions to the Ecclesiastical History,'' &c, makes the 
following acknowledgment, over which, in the sequel, ho 
rejoices : ** Who ever heard of the excommunication of a lay- 
vum in our branch of the Apostolic .Church ? T/ie law is a 
dead letter. Neither the General Convention 9ior any State 
Convention have ever provided any rules or process for eoocom- 
munication. There is not a clergyman in tub church, 

WHO, IF UE WERE EVER 80 DESIROUS TO EXCOMMUNICATE Alf 
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OFFENDER, WOVL0 KNOW HOW TO TAKE THE FIRST STEP IN 

THE PROCBRS. It certcUfdy u not to be done according to his 
mere whim ; and if it were so done, it is cu certainly invalid. 
ShdU then the presbyter alone do its or shall it be done by 
his bishop; or by a conclave of bishops ; or of bishops and 
presbyters ; or by a State Convention^ including the knty ; or 
by the Greneral Convention including the laity again t No 
MAN CAN Asswrnn/or there is no rule on the subject; and we 
ARE GLAD THAT IT 18 90^ foT our eoDcommunicaHon, bringing 
in its train no penaUy which would be/dt, depriving a man 
^ no civil rights^ would be laughed at as a mere bruiumful- 
men.** It will be a new idea to Bible Christians, that be- 
cause excommunication deprives a man of no civil rights* 
it is useless. Alas, for the discipline of the church, unless 
it can wield the sword of Cassar 1 And can a church 
which sweeps mankind into its enclosures as with a drag- 
net — ^which admits them to ordinances for which they have 
no spiritual appreciation^- which lulls them to sleep with 
fallacious hopes and Pharisaic pride— be favoraole to 
piety % Can a church rejecting Christ's disciplinary laws, 
become remarkable for his edifying Spirit ? As well may 
a garden secured by no fence, and in which weeds fire 
suffered to vegetate unchecked, become observal>Ie for its 
systematic luxuriance and beauty. 

The student of ecclesiastical history, will find it difficult 
to fix upon a period in which piety may be said to have 
generally flourished under the superintendence of the 
systenL The Reformation was a period of revival under 
the Scottish and Continental reformers; but in the first 
act of the English drama under Henrys we see the whole 
Convocation of the clergy cowering under the penalty of 
a premunire, and purchasing their immunities and the roy- 
al nardon by divesting the Redeemer of his crown rights, 
ana transferring them to the brow of their profligate 
prince. The same event which elsewhere einancipated 
the church, here, Judas-like, prostituted her to the throne 
for state bounties. The bishops, as if conscious of their 
treason, ''took out new commissions from the Cirown, in 
which all their episcopal authority was expressly affirmed 
to be derived from the civil magistrate^ and to be entirely 
dependent on his good pleasure!" The martyr spirit, 

9 
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whicb in tbe early church preferred burning at the stake 
to bowing to an idol, had little sway in these dignitarieB, 
Truth was gagged, or stricken down to flatter Papists, se- 
cure nobles, and pacify kings. Tbe three divine orders 
seemed mainly solicitous for ease and preferment, though 
religion bled at every pore as the forfeit. Their con- 
sciences, like their official honors, were state-derived and 
state-obedient. The vast mojority of the clergy, who 
were Protestants in the latter days of Henry and in the 
reign of Edward, became Papists under Mary's supreme 
headship. Bishop Burnet states on unquestionable au- 
thority, that out of 9400 beneficed clergymen, not more 
than about two hundred refused to conform on the ascen- 
sion of Elizabeth ; and he proceeds, "Ifa prince of an- 
other religion had succeeded, they had jyrohably turned about 
again as nimbly <m they had done htfore in Queen Mary^s 
daysy The church had her faithful ones like Elijah 
among the Baal- worshippers of Israel, but from Pox's 
Book of Martyrs, down or up, the record exhibits them 
more as unflinching Puritans than as pusilanimous Prela- 
tists. 

There were doubtless times when the Puritans withiti 
the bosom of the Establishment, supposed' that there they 
might advantageously enjoy and promote vital godliness. 
Subsequent developments completely scattered the illu- 
sion. It matters not who fills up the records of English 
history ; whether the skeptical Hume, the legal Hallam, 
or the erudite Macaulay ; he must reveal the fact, that for 
ages Episcopacy was belligerent to Evangelism. He 
must show with Bishop Burnet, that while in the reign of 
Elizabeth, the clergy were sunk in superstition and loose- 
ness of living, and spiritual laborers so few, that laymen, 
usually mechanics, were employed to read the church -ser- 
vice; learned and eloquent divines, because puritanic, 
were publicly silenced, and honest citizens dragged to 
prison for attending in private upon their ministrations — 
that in the reign of James I. and the succeeding Charles, 
all who could not subscribe to the Popish innovations of 
the King and the hierarchy, were disqualified for the min- 
istry; and while royal indulgences for Sabbath breaking 
were proclaimed from every pulpit, the waves of the At- 
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lantic were bearing for a residence among savages the 
most noble and sanctified spirits of the realm — that in the 
reign of Charles II., when vice exalted seemed the chief 
attraction, while an obsequious hierarchy were offering 
prayers for the embodiment of every vice as a " most re- 
ligious king," and preaching unlimited submission to the 
divine rights of princes and prejates, the prisons were 
groaning with incarcerated piety ,find the fields dyed with 
puritanic gore. The church hasjjpver acted as if deter- 
mined on a separation between the^repellant powers ofa 
religion of sacramental efficiency apd that of spiritual re- 
generation. At times she has appeared as if nearly suc- 
cessful; as if she might anticipate the epoch, when the 
genius of the Gospel after searching with diligence 
through her borders for the confessors of Evangelism, 
might return heavenward with the announcement that 
none were discoverable. 

The age in which the Apostolic labors of Wesley, 
Whitfield, and their coadjutors wore ushered into being, 
presented little that was interesting to the pious mind. 
Religion was regarded as a mere imposing ritual for the 
regulation of state policy and the suppression of overt 
crime. It was supposed that genius must be invariably 
allied to profligacy, and piety to austerity. The court 
and the drama, had spread through all classes the mala- 
ria of moral corruption ; while in the church, the perfec- 
tion of a. sermon seemed to be itsdivesture of spirituality. 
Philosophic Infidelity, Arianism, and Rationalism, shook 
hands as good Churchmen. The ecclesiastical novitiate, 
pleaded and, planned for a patron, a living, a benefice, a 
-preferment, as the chief attainment of his office ; while 
the parson, proud of beings the principal person of the 
palish, and an incumbent, sure of a support from the 
.church upon which he lean«clf meandered in golden 
dreams after a prebendary, a demc^ery, and a mitre. Bis?i- 
op. Burnet lamented with the deepest concern, " the im- 
minent rum hangiiig over the churchy and by consequence, 
over the whole Reformation." Bishop Gibson observed 
that '' profaneness and impiety were grown bold and 
open." Bishop Butler Boted it as the result of bis obser- 
vations, that nuany- people had taken it for granted, ** that 
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Christianity was not so mnch as a subject of inquiry ; bat 
that it was now at length, discovered U> he jfictUUnn,** 
Archbishop Seeker confessed ** that an opeH and professed 
disregard to religion bad become, through a variety of 
unhappy causes, Uie distinguishing character of the pres- 
ent age." Dr. John Chtyse said that the name of Christ 
** was seldom heard of in conversation unless in the way 
of strife and debate ; or what was infinitely worse, in a 
way of contempt, reproach, and blasphemy." Rev, John 
Hurrion supposed that ** almost aU vital rdigion was lost out 
of the world. Speaking of these times, the Londom Chris- 
tian Observer allowed, that '* the majority of the clergy 
denounced the doctrine of justification by jaith^ as hostile 
to the. interests of morality." The philanthropic WUher' 
force declared that ^ the very genius and essential nature of 
Christianity was change^," and that the essential doctrines 
of Christianity ** had almost altogether vamshedjrom view,*' 
So wide spread was doctrinal defection in the Church, 
that the Rev. William Romaine solemnly asserted that 
"OUT OP HER TEN THOUSAND CLERGY, 
THERE WERE NOT SEVEN THAT PREACHED 
THE GOSPEL." Her watchmen slept, and the people 
wandered in gross darkness, — even baptised heathen — 
through her sanctuaries to perdition. 

Whitfield and Wesley were raised up in her bosom, 
and cordially attached to her formularies. Baptised with 
fire from heaven, and with every emotion of their souls 
stirred to the great calling of human salvation, they sup- 
posed that the revival of religion might be forwarded id 
connection, and in union with the Church. Under 
the tutelage of her liturgy and homilies, they believed 
that the most vigorous piety might be nurtured, reverential 
to the hierarchy, yet more obedient unto God. That her 
ivy mantled towers might rise indicative of pure temples 
of the Holy One — ^her sanctuaries be thronged by His wor- 
shippers in spirit and in truth — her ministers be ministers 
of holiness, and her bishops overseers in righteousness — 
that pervaded by gospel vitality it, might descend upon 
the teeming population, reigning with Pentecostal eiSca- 
cy in the palace and the cottage— for this they were wil- 
ling to count no sacrifice and spare no effort. And were 
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their expectations realized 1 They met, as mieht have 
been anticipated, with sore disappointment. They were 
regarded as men endeavoring to introduce a foreign ele- 
ment into the Church, and were expelled from her altars 
as profane. In myriads of hearts the sparks of grace had 
fallen into the smoking flax, an afflatus of heaven's breath 
had kindled them into a flame, and mitred prelates, learned 
doctors, and beneficed incumbents, gazed upon it as a new 
thing under the sun, and wholly irreconcilable with the . 
established regime ! Extempore prayers in the thronged 
meeting from fervid hearts^— exhortations from laymen 
alive to the realities of eternal interests — songs and halle- 
lujahs from regenerated souls-^what alliance had these 
with sacramental holiness, stereotyped forms of prayer, 
and a previously prescribed routine in which God must 
infallibly work ? The Church which would not tolerate 
Puritanism, virtually excluded Methodism : the second 
general effort to unite Evangelism with Ritualism, signal- 
ly failed. Religion was revived. The spirit of God 
swept over the valley of dry bones — myriads started uji 
into spiritual life, and sallied forth to the ends of the earth, 
preaching salvation ; but the Episcopal Church, claiming 
to be the nursing ' mother of devotion and fervid zeal, 
looked on with the air of incredulity, and exerted her- 
self, but only to oppose ! 

But if Evangelism in the mass has been exscinded, holy 
men have arisen in different positions of observation, and 
continued a noble warfare for the truth. If Whitfield, 
Wesley, and their coadjutors were driven from the Church, 
others were determined to remain. There wad Hervet, 
with the adoring spirit and the gorgeous pen — Toplady, 
with the philosophising genius and minstrel harp — Ber- 
RiDGB, uniting in his sermons the zest of pleasantry, the 
pith of piety, the burning pungency of truth — Venn, 
replete with radiant warmth and gushing love, subduing 
souls to the reign of his Master — Romaine, exhibiting in 
the face of obloquy, the life and triumphs of the gospel — 
Newton, employing with equal effect the homily of the 
pulpit, the conversation of the parlor, and the freedom of 
epistolary correspondence, for the advancement of piety 
— SeoTT, the lucid commentator, and volumnious writer 
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of a sound theology — and Simeon, perhaps the father of 
the existing Evangelism of the Estahlishment, and the 
fabricator of homilitic aids for successors of the Apostles 
who else might not preach Christ at all, through moral 
and intellectual incompetency ! These were men of no 
dwarfish minds, medium piety, or exclusive views. Upon 
whom have their mantles fallen, and how extensively has 
the Church been revived through their labors ? No 
man is probably better prepared to answer these queries 
than the Rev. Mr. Noel, perhaps the only living represen- 
tative of the illustrious worthies just enumerated. From 
his recent " Essay on the Union of Church and State," 
we gather the following statements : "As there are 13,154 
churches and chapels, 12,923 of the working clergy,, and 
10,533 benefices, there must be nearly 7,533 benefices and 
10, 15i pufpits in which the gospd is not faithfully preached, 
and about 9,923 Anglican ministers who are uner-angelicaV* 
"Its 13,000 Churches are generally without evangelistic 
activity — ^without brotherly fellowship — without discipline 
— without spirituality — without faith. Like Laodicea, 
they are lukewarm ; like Sardis, they have a name to live 
and are dead. Of its 16,000 ministers, about 1,568 do 
nothing; about 6,68 L limit their thoughts and labora to 
small parishes, which contain from 150 to 300 souls ; while 
others in cities and towns profess to take charge of 8,000 
to 9,000 souls. And of 12;923 working pastors of church- 
es, / fear from various concurrent symptoms, that about 
10,000 a?'e unconverted men, who neither preach nor know the 
gospeV " Not two thousand out of the sixteen thousand 
pulpits in England advocate the cause of the Church Mis- 
sionary Society." " Probably three-fourths, at |.east, 

OF THE PARISH ChURCHES OF ENGLAND ARE WITHOUT THE 

GOSPEL ; and in the Establishment, the influence of a world- 
ly minister to corrupt and deceive his Church is unchecked 
by any opposite power." 

Will it be said that all these evils are traceable to the 
control which the State exercises over the Church 1 But 
not to dwell upon the fact that Ejjiscopacy was obviously 
the creation of the State, and universally courts its alli- 
ance, the objection can in no wise apply to Amencan 
Episcopacy, which is as exclusive, perhaps as unevangel- 
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ical, and nearly as Romanizing as the English. We have 
already dwelt somewhat upon this topic, and would sim- 
ply add the corrohorative testimony of the Episcopal So- 
ciety for the promotion of Evangelical Knowledge. 
The New York Auxiliary says in its address to the pub- 
lic, "At present the stream of error, far too inadequately 
opposed, runs throtbgh every portion of our Church, Except 
to a limited extent we cannot check its flow. With b. power 
which is difficult to resist j the press among us is subsidiary 
to the spread of a Tnost perilous ififection; and by our si- 
lence and want of organization, we label thb poison as 
*GooD Medicine,' for our families and parishes." The 
stated object of this society is, " to prevent the silent and 
gradual disappearance of evangelical views of the Church^ 
Rev. Dr. Stone in his sermon before it, asserts, " The true 
gospel is in danger of being lost to our children, and our chil- 
dren's children. This we believe in the depth of our soul's 
honesty,*^ ' Most evidently. Apostolic purity of doctrine and 
piety, under the fostering influence of a religion of pride 
and form, are now, as they ever have been, exceedingly 
depressed ; nor is at probable that a change for the better 
will ever occur, until the Popery of the formulary and the 
hierarchy, have been re-cast on the perfect model of 
God's Word. 

Let the reader reflect, that the great object of the or- 
ganization of the church, is the promotion of piety. To 
this every ordinance, rite, and arrangement, must be con- 
sidered as subordinate. The recall of the aflections from 
low and unworthy objects— the exei'cise of the conscience 
that it may be void of offence towards God and man — the 
undeviating submission of the will to the divine authori- 
ty — and, in a word, the* consecration of the mind's activi- 
ties to "the great ideas of God and Duty — are the objects 
contemplated as supreme in the mission of Christianity. 
From the most reverential observers of outward forms, 
God turns himself with complacency, to goodness, disin- 
terestedness, purity, virtue, as the only desirable distinc- 
tions. For ages past, it has been the grand heresy to 
overlook this, to substitute in its place, the creed, the 
form, and the church. In Rome, in Greece, and in Ox- 
ford, the end has been lost sight of through an idolatrous 
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and improper use of the means ; most of which could not 
even claim a scripture warrant. Christ has told ua, that 
the hearing and doing of his words, made up the essence 
of religion, and placed men on a rock where no danger 
could shake their confidence. Ours is a practical age, 
looking more to the reality of things than their appearan- 
ces; and in this we have a guarantee that the ecclesiasti- 
cal follies of the past will not he again renewed. We 
may henceforth expect, that that which ministers the most 
effectually, no matter by what name it may be called, to 
vital piety and extenial excellence, will challenge the re- 
spect and practical application of mankind. 



CONCLUSION. 

We have thus far examined the character of Diocesan 
Episcopacy, and we have endeavored to show that it has 
no foundation in the New Testament scriptures---derive8 
no support from the evidence of the purest antiquity, and 
that its ascendancy is fraught with evil to the interests of 
Christianity and Republican institutions. We have spo- 
ken plainly, but we trust not unkindly. To those who 
honestly prefer such a system as the most bqneficial eccle- 
siastical order, yet without any idea of divine right, and 
divested of all exclusiveness and intolerance, we would 
manifest no hostility., It has pleased the Redeemer to 
suffer his church to be divided into different branches, 
and each may be essential in its place. The peculiaritiea 
of one denomination of Christians, may qualify it for use- 
fulness where another would be inefficient. There is 
room for all — room for diversity, yet none for bigotry. 
The Episcopac;^ which we attack is the jwre divino — the 
religion of life-imparting sacraments, claiming for itself 
all the blessings of salvation, and surrendering all beyond 
its little fold to " the uncovenanted mercies of God." We 
believe thai this is the system of the Prayer Book, the 
ruling element of the English and American Episcopal 
churches ; and, therefore, in our discussion of the subject, 
we have had reference to this alone. It is a system of at- 
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tendant evil, givingr a serpent to those who ask for bread, 
and fomenting schism and strife where there shonid be 
unity and love. 

It tmquestianablff promotes schism* According to Je- 
rome, the scheme was set up as a remedy for schism ; and 
like all other attempts of man to improve upon the work- 
manship q£ God» the remedy has proved to be worse than 
the disease. It rudely sunders the spiritual bond uniting 
all believers to a common Savior and each other, and by 
the supreme -importance which it attaches to Popish non- 
essentials, renders resistance a duty and compliance a 
sin. The most impartial and diligent students of Revela- 
tion, in the Episcopal church and out of it, have confessed 
that its peculiarities are not there discoverable ; hence, 
when instead of leaving these matters to the prudent lib- 
erty of Christians, it exalts them into tests, and terms of 
communion, it becomes guilty of all the discords, and 
alienations accruing in the family of Christ. The con- 
current harmony and co-operation of ministers,— the con- 
cord, confederacy, and intercommunion of believers hold- 
ing the same fundamentals — ^becomes an impossibility. 
Wherever the system operates, in countries, in neighbor- 
hoods, in churches, in families, these deplorable results 
must follow. 

The scheme is as tmreasondble as schismatical. The dog- 
ma that there is a supernatural efficacy in sacerdotal 
ministrations, and that diocesan bishops are alone empow- 
ered to impart to others the sacred gift by significant man- 
ipulations, is neither taught in the Bible nor discoverable 
by reason. How the Holy Spirit can be imparted by un- 
holy men — ^how a valid ministerial commission can be 
conveyed by those who were never themselves Christians 
—how it can be true in theory that the sacraments, Epis- 
copally administered, are the only channels of salvation, 
while, inoontrovertibly, thousands have, in fact, exhibited 
all the fruits of the Spirit and realized heavenly joy on 
earth having never thus received them-— how such a sys^ 
tem can be the very essential of Christianity, and yet have 
been deemed unworthy of direction, explanation, or no- 
tice, by the sacred writers — how, according to its advo- 
cates, it should have been even "foii^ traced*^ in the 
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Bible, while opposed to its entire spirit and tenor — how it 
can be the only sphere of the divine operations and of 
Apostolic doctrine, and yet remarkable for the absence of 
revivals and the works of holiness — are questions not sol- 
uble by the deductions of logic, or cognizable in the do- 
main of faith. No Locke could subject the scheme to 
the settled principles of rationality — no Davy analyze its 
discordant elements — and no Butler discourse upon its 
analogy to the course of nature and revealed religion. 

Let us attempt an illustration. Yonder is a village con- 
taining three churches, a Presbyterian, an Episcopal, and 
a Roman Catholic. It is the Sabbath, the bells ring, and 
you enter into one of the churches to worship. The min- 
ister rises to pray independent of the aid of a tutelary lit- 
urgy, and you feel that you are on holy ground — ^brought 
into the presence of the Invisible : your faith takes to it- 
self wings, and your humility bows in adoration. He begins 
to preach, and he furnishes oracular demonstration of his 
commission in the outgoings of his soul. He rouses your 
conscience to reproof, opens your eyes to see, awakens 
the most ardent aspirations after a holier life ; and stand- 
ing near the burning throne, thrills you with fervid emo- 
tions, touches all the springs of your soul, and electrifies 
you with the glowing objects of the eternal state. You 
think not of questioning the validity of his ministry for 
you have experienced its power. He has proved himself 
God^s messenger to your soul, and whether he received 
his commission from Geneva or Oxford, whether he was 
ordained like Martyn by a prelate, or like Timothy by 
the "laying on of the hands of the presbytery," you feel 
no interest. to inquire. 

The afternoon service approaches, and you enter into 
another sanctuary. You at once perceive a difference in 
the service; the minister robed in bl aurpMce reads the 
prayers for the people ; it may be, well, perhaps, indiffer- 
ently. After the occupation of the most of the time in 
such exercises, you perceive that he changes his place 
and dress ; why, your reason is unable to determine, but 
robed in black, he addresses you as a preacher. The 
thoughts are common-place, the manner ii^different and 
spiritless, and after some fifteen or twenty minutes he con- 
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eludes the effort ; yourself and the congregation not be- 
ing mach improved by the service. Retiring from the as- 
sembly, you enter into conversation with a communicant 
of the church, and upon his learning where you worship- 
ped in the morning, he expresses his- surprise at your fre- 
quenting unauthorized assemblies, and listening to an in- 
valid ministry. Not versed in Episcopal controversy, you 
ask explanations for such statements. He proceeds to sat- 
isfy your curiosity, and tells you that his minister is in the 
line of Christ's only commissioned ambassadors — that he 
was ordained by Bishop Onderdonk — who was ordained 
by his bishop and two other diocesans — and these said di- 
ocesans by others preceding in an unbroken series run- 
ning through the Anglican succession, the Romish pre- 
lates, — up through Evaristus, Clement, Anacletus, Linus — 
through Timothy and Titus — the Angels of the seven 
churches — and finally through Peter and Paul directly to 
Christ ! You are surprised, your reason halts before dif- 
ficulties ; you cannot understand why the Presbyterian 
pastor ordained by a whole Presbytery of parochial bish- 
ops, is excluded from the ministerial succession ; and why 
the Episcopal rector, whose head was only manipulated 
by one diocesan, and he perhaps none of the best, should 
be infallibly included. You perceive that the succession 
argument is as good on one side as on the other ; and as 
Presbyterian ministers have always been ordained by 
others, and not by one, but by many at a time, and this 
on ad infinitum, you cannot see why Presbyterian ordi- 
nation is not as good, or even better than Preiatical. You 
proceed to state your convictions of the different effects 
and pervading influences of the two services, and you are 
told that these are equivocal indications, nay, no evidences 
at all against the Episcopalian. You enquire into the re- 
sults of the two ministries, especially into those of the 
Episcopal. You ask, what souls have been converted 
through these only valid administrations 1 and you receive 
no satisfaction. You are informed that there are frequent 
gatherings in the place for the promotion of Temperance, 
but that the rector rarely mingles in them, or speaks upon 
the subject. . You inquire how efficiently he promotes 
good works 1 and you find that the works are few which 
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praise him in the gate. You find that it is different with 
the minister called tmauthorized — that divine influences 
evidently attend his* labors — ^that the cause of morality 
and piety is advanced — ^that the drunkard and the vicious 
are reclaimed, and good works plentifully abound. Now 
how it happens notwithstanding all these indicatioms, that 
the one is merely a sectarian pretender, and the other in- 
fallibly a minister of righteousness, is a difficulty irrecon- 
cilable by reason, and removable only by Prelatic leger- 
demain. 

We now suppose a change in that village. By some 
inexplicable intellectual process, the Presbyterian pastor 
becomes a convert to Episcopacy, and signifies his desire 
to form such connections as accord with his new convic- 
tions. What follows] Though a Hall or a Chalmers, he 
must cast discredit on all his previous ministry ; humbly 
kneel at the feet of a prelate ; and by the imposition of 
his hands, receive authority, for the Jirst time, to be Christ's 
ambassador ! This is a movement, but a backward one 
towards Rome. By such re-ordination the Episcopal 
Church recognizes Romanism as the source of supenor 
authority to Protestantism. She pronounces Rome to be 
invested with the true Apostolic commission of salvation, 
and the Lutheran and other reformed churches unwar- 
rantable and invalid ! 

Behold now another development. We suppose, (what 
has often occurred,) that the Itomish prieH hecomea a con- 
vert to the system. Here the observer beholds no humil- 
iating conditions required — the recanting priest though 
before an adorer of the Virgin and a worshipper of the 
saints — though for years pretending to pardon sm for hire, 
and misleading benighted souls to hell — he is at once re- 
cognized as having been a trueminhter of Christ, welcom- 
ed to minister at the altar, and empowered to exclude 
from the same, a holy and successful Edwards or 

DwiGHT ! 

But change succeeds to change. In imitation of many 
a striking example given through High-Church tenden- 
cies of late, we see the Episcopal rector becoming dissat- 
isfied with his equivocal position, and believing with the 
Rev. W. Palmer, that " the Protestant tone of doctrine 
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and thought is essentially anti-christian/' he resolves to 
go back to Rome, the fountain head of the Apostolical 
commission. But as the Presbyterian clergyman in ad- 
vancing but midway to the seat of Antichrist, wa^ required 
to abandon his former ministerial authority derived from 
Christ, so now must the Episcopal rector, in going the 
whole journey, do much more. If Episcopacy requires 
the Presbyterian to make a sacrifice of Christ's ascension 
gifts, Popery will demand of the Episcopalian to divest 
himself of all his former spiritual possessions. Rome can 
deal better in her own elements than her Protestant daugh- 
ter. Accordingly, the Episcopal rector, abjuring his 
boasted Apostolical commission — must do penance and re- 
ceive absolution — renounce his baptism and be re-b aptise d 
— and as with a halter round his neck, confess himself a 
layman and he re-ardained I Such is the penance Episco- 
pacy must pay to her Romish mother for joining her in 
rejecting the ordination of other Protestant churches — 
for setting the spirit and tenor of revelation at defiance — 
and for putting under lock and key the common sense 
p,nd reason of mankind! 

We regard the scheme as unfitted to meet the increasing 
spirit of the age and the growing wants of the world. The 
world demands a religion deeply in earnest to fulfil the 
duties of its vocation ; one that finds the supporting ele- 
ments of its being in the mortification of sensual and sel- 
fish propensities, in the cultivation of supreme love to- 
wards God, and in disinterested endeavors to make earth 
resemble heaven, in benevolence, charity, and goodness. 
There is a spirit abroad which grows with advancing 
time, and impatient of exteriors, longs to get into the 
heart of things as the ultimate object of endeavor. It 
leaves behind mechanical signs and forms, as manhood 
dispenses with the* playthings of childhood; as Christiani- 
ty advanced upon the machinery of Mosaic symbols ; or 
as the Reformation discarded the puerile ceremonies of 
Romanism. The time when theologians subtilized upon 
tvords, but were indifferent to idea^ — when the church 
could be agitated from its centre to circumference on 
questions of no conceivable utility — as to whether the 
bread and wine in the Eucharist could be digested — 

10 
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whether the light which surrouticled the Savior on his 
transfiguration, was the same which encircled God, and 
vet distinct from his nature and essence — whether Chiist 
had any property — whether it was essentially necessary, 
or damnably wicked, to eat flesh on Tuesday, eggs and 
cheese on Fiiday, to fast on Saturday, or to use unleaven- 
ed bread in the mass — is gone, we trust, forever. Men 
may keep themselves behind the age^ and linger in the 
shadows of that which is fast receding before more desi- 
rable manifestations from heaven, yet must they leave the 
past, or the past will leave them. They may immure 
themselves in an exclusive church, virtually making it the 
dungeon of their better natures; but without, are the 
green fields, the bracing air, the rejoicing inhabitants, of 
an emancipated world. A church, essentially exclusive 
of all others, through the observance of a trifling form, 
must be getting more and more out of date. The per- 
fections of God, the spirit of the times, the teachings both 
of Providence and revelation, are against it. The Being 
who has melted off the chains of caste in benighted India, 
will surely not tolerate the same in any portion of his re- 
formed Zion. He who has broken down the exclusive 
walls of the Celestial Empire, and placed together within 
them as his commissioned heralds of redemption the ad- 
herents of both Prelacy and Parity, will as effectually 
break down the walls erected by diocesan manipulations 
around that which prides itself as being the Celestial Em- 
pire of Protestant Christendom. The deep yearnings of 
man's spiritual nature will never rest satisfied with shows, 
or be kept back by artificial aiTangements from the realiza- 
tion of the supreme good. God has wonderfully hung 
out the tokens of victory to animate the faith of his chil- 
dran. He has brought Papal Austria to recognize the 
supremacy of conscience in religious aflaira. He has 
wrested the political sceptre from the hand of the Pope. 
The valleys of Piedmont re-echo to the glad songs of the 
Waldenses, emancipated from the oppressions of centu- 
ries. Hierarchical despotism, not only in the East, but 
throughout the world, is waning before the progressive 
Christianity of the Bible. The Roman Inquisition, rear- 
ed in the dark ages of intolerance, has been thrown open. 
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The different divisions of the Protestant world, are rally- 
ing to a common centre, endeavoring to keep the unity 
of the Spirit in the bond of peace. Religion, hand in 
hand with Science, and attended by Charity and Faith, is 
going forth for the illumination and salvation of mankind. 
The prayers and dreams of good men will infallibly be 
realized. Hence, we have no fears of the triumph either 
of Romanism or High-Churchism. The true nature of 
Christianity is getting to be too well understood — men are 
seeking for it in its highest state of purity, divested of hu- 
man additions — leammg to distinguish between its forms 
and its essentials — determined to impart it to the heathen 
in its pristine loveliness, baptised with Pentecostal fire, 
and displacing all Pagan and Papal adolatries, 

" Who durst fix their seats next the seat of God, 

Their altar by his altar ; yea, often placed 

Within his sanctuary itself their shnnes. 

Abominations !'* 
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NOTE. 

Few individuals have done more, by their writings and labors, for the 
promotion of purity of ecclesiastical government and doctrine, than the 
immortid Calvin ; and yet in despite of both his theory and practice, his 
name is frequently adduced by Episcopalians in support of their system. 
We instance the allowing quotation from his work " On the Necessity 
of Reforming the Church." ** If they would eive us an hierarchy, in 
which the bishops so hold their dignity, that Uiey do not refuse to sub- 
mit to Christ, no anathema is too great for those who shall not regard 
such an hierarchy reverently, and with the greatest obedience." That 
this passage is wrongly adduced as an admission for Prelacy, is evident 
from several considerations. Calvin is made to say, " If they would give 
us such an hierarchy," &c., whereas he only says '* Let them show us 
{exhibeani) such an hierarchy,*' &c. He had evidently no reference to 
the Episcopacy of the English Protestant Church. The treatise, from 
which this passage is taken, was presented to the Imperial Diet of Spires, 
in 1544, at which time the Reformation had scarce a begiiming in Eng- 
land . The denial of the Real Presence in the Eucharist, was punished 
with death — the cup was denied the laity — marriage was forbidden to 
the clergy — auricular confession was sanctioned — and the mass still cele- 
brated in the Latin language. Was this the Episcopacy after which the 
Grenevan Reformer^ signed ? The truth is, Calvin was lepelling the 
charge of the Papists, that the Reformers had made a schism in tlie 
Church " Heresies and schisms," he savs, " therefore, arise when 
a return is not made to the origin of truth, when neither the head 
is regarded, nor the doctrine of tne Heavenly Master preserved." He 
then adds, " Let them show us such a hierarchy," &c., that is, ** Let the 
Romish Church prove its purity, by exhibiting to us a sound doctrine 
and a Christ-like ministry, and then truly would our separation from it 
be schismatical." It is evident that Calvin used the word hierarchy 
{hierarchiam) as denoting simply ministerial government. Thus in his 
Institutes, he speaks of " that hierarchy or spiritucU government" which 
the AposUes left in the Church, and which he maintains was Presbyte- 
rian in its form! 

Prelatical writers are fond of representing this great Reformer as hav- 
ing been in the beginning of his career an i^vocate of their system, and 
as being subsequently driven by necessity to establish Presbyterianism. 
Nothing is more untrue. In 1535 he published his Institutes of the 
Christian Religion, in which he attacked Prelacy as "a usurpation" *'a 
tyrannical domination" "a human custom" a thing *Hnjurtous and ab- 
surd " Bnd *' a profane audacity" Presbyterianism was established in 
Geneva in 1528, by Farel, Viret, and Fromont, while Calvin did not 
settle there until 1536. 
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